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ABSTRACT 


This thesis contains six studies of historical 
topics in the reigns of the first three Roman 
emperors Augustus, Tiberius, and Gaius. 

In the first study it is suggested that the 
future emperor Claudius was born on the very day 
that the altar "Romae et Augusto" was dedicated 
Goel Ol mec NatceLS ye mAuguStiwLO Bac. 

The second study examines the evidence for 
the date of dedication of the temple of Mars Ultor 
ii CicerOruneOr AUGUSTUSTIN= 2 5.C., and the suggest- 
ion is made that the temple was dedicated on 12 May 
anadsnot, asescnolars currently believe, on=l August. 
The existence of an aedicula dedicated on the Capitol 
COmMars UlLEOGo In s20-.9°B8.Clo 1s also disputed. 

TiCecilrdsasLudyeiSedivided Aanto, CWO parts. 

In the first part it is suggested that the change 

in praenomen of the elder Drusus took place in 

24 B.C. because at that time the elder Drusus wished 
to associate himself more closely with his brother, 
the future emperor Tiberius. In the second part 


it is discovered that Claudius received the 
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honorific cognomen Germanicus when it was given 

in 9 B.C. to his dead father, the elder Drusus, and 
his brother. When Claudius' brother entered the 
Julian house in A.D. 4 as the adoptive son of the 
future emperor Tiberius, Claudius discarded his 
current cognomen Drusus and assumed his elder 
brother's familial cognomen Nero. 

The fourth study is concerned with the 
changes in electoral procedure adopted at Rome in 
A.D. 14 by Tiberius. It is suggested that the 
Tacitean statement (Ann. 1. 15) “tum primum comitia 
e campo ad patres translata sunt" refers to a 
macros in which the names of "destined" candidates 
forethe praetorshipcof A.D.)i5iwere read”oute£or 
approval in the Senate and not before the centuriate 
assembly. 

In the fifth study there is a detailed examin- 
ation of the sources for the alleged conspiracy of 
Lepidus and Gaetulicus against the emperor Gaius 
tie Doo enero Se TOUund co bes no Support, for 
the widely held belief that a plot was formed before 
Sibosmenave ecOsnorci inethemrall Of A.D. 39. ) It 


is suggested, rather, that Lepidus was executed 


vi 


sit Eersin» vafseda hisathis 8 AR suntbearet aid 
sie ta moe svivyobs eit 2:  .9./ a) saved aeltny 
six! Sctxeneib eckhusls veel .eus) so7pde STUaRs 
tabio -atpf Sorksrs bas sais smmnpeS 2e2Ies 
cee wisminligers fethiies? =‘ sedtexd 

eto afte betamgnea 31 yhute sitsees ate 
ei smo 6 Ssdecha ee henyin Levene «a2 setreeiso 
nit dati? Wesearwiex ei 2k .2kisadt? Yo Bt ee 
qisimes sumiza ups” ,!<- vs tis feemssat? ewatioe? 
¢.o9 exa8@: "nue stataaers age tog. ba Caen Se 


gosebitnns “pentjest" 45 Avecea sAS reid mf eao2oIg | 


me? due Bewy Stow ZI .0.% to aolagotnhag afi $03 
miaixyiaeo atts s3etwi gor bus atehse sat i Spvgsens 
aplaraers 

nbaeme be finged)e-8i eters yous seSyt as oi 
to geetigenoo Bypaitp ss 5 Tak sHoxtee ais Io qotte 
wees senvags 20 penknge aie lic teal 


it See “a fs bse 


. es 7 ak2 : 5 ane 


=a 


¢ a ae Ee a — my 


— Papas sie ei Aaa a 
: . 4 ~*~ - sea ae 
tise ona Ase 


i 


ul 7 


as a result of adultery with the emperor's sisters, 
and that Gaetulicus was removed because of his 
incompetence in managing the affairs of his frontier 
province. 

The final study in this thesis is concerned with 
the alleged aspirations to divinity of the emperor 
Gaius. It is suggested that the charges of impiety 
laid against Gaius by our ancient sources stemmed 
not so much from an attempted identification with 
Iuppiter but from his apparent rivalry with that 
god. Moreover, it is suggested that there was only 
one temple associated with a cult of Gaius at Rome 
on A.D. 40, and that it was established not to 


worship Gaius as a god but to honor his "numen." 
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PREFACE 


Over three years ago I embarked upon the writing 

of a historical commentary to Suetonius' life 

Cpe newenperoreelaudius.  sUcad a commentary nad 

not been attempted since the appearance in 1896 

of H. Smilda'ts invaluable work (C. Suetonii 
Tranquilli Vita, Divieclaudiy, Piss. Groningen) and 
seemed to be a well defined and most worthwhile 
dissertation topic. Very soon, however, it 

became apparent that such a commentary could only 

be completed in the relatively short period allowed 
to students attempting doctoral dissertations by 
ignoring many problems of minor or major consequence, 
and by concentrating merely on problems better 

known or more likely to raise scholarly excitement. 
Had I set for myself some arbitrary editorial 

limits that defined either the scope or the depth 

OL my ingquirzes, I might have been able to accomplish 
my task in a reasonable space of time. I viewed 

My eLUNCtLOnM, “nOowever, In awditrerent)§ lignte*=to 

pay equal and full attention to each historical 


problem as it arose, 
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My efforts to provide a useful commentary 
to Suetonius! biography continued. Nevertheless, 
I became increasingly side-tracked from the orig- 
inal aim of my endeavor. Whenever I lit upon a 
historical topic, no matter how inconsequential 
it seemed, I was compelled to search ever more 
painfully into its context and the treatment it 
had received at the hands of other scholars. 
More@orten chan not,, | found something that did 
not please me or something that did not appear to 
be quite consistent with the extant evidence. [In 
sum, every testoricals topic became’ a historical 
problem. 

Eventually, after two years of attempting a 
detailed and exhaustive commentary to Suetonius' 
biography of the emperor Claudius and researching 
every problem in depth with results not always - 
proportionate to the time expended, I arrived at 
the endsot Chapter 9 °inwthat biography. Thus, 

I appealed to the supervisory committee to allow 
me to change my dissertation topic to the present 
one. The topics to be discussed in this dissert- 


ation, therefore, all arose from a consideration 
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of problems encountered initially in a detailed 
review of C. Suetonii Trangquilli Vita Divi 
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INTRODUCTION 


This dissertation contains the substance of 
several articles and papers prepared for public- 
ation in learned journals or for delivery at 
conferences and seminars. They are all concerned 
to a greater or lesser degree with the public or 
private acts of the first three Roman emperors, 
Augustus, Tiberius, and Gaius. The topics to 

be discussed in the pages that follow are diverse 
and, essentially, have little in common with each 
other except that they deal, by and large, with 
themes significant in the history of the early 
elipLee ae waitimpOlitics, religion, and conspiracy. 
More importantly, however, I believe that it will 
become evident on reading this dissertation how 
small the mass of assured knowledge is for the 
activities of the earlier Julio-Claudian emperors, 
and how almost every aspect of these activities 
is open to re-interpretation and re-evaluation. 


Most of the topics to be treated here--perhaps 
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with the exception of the arrangements for the 
BEecronlanwealectionsmineA.D.. 14-and the cult of 
the emperor Gaius at Rome in A.D. 40--have long 
been considered as no longer worthy of detailed 
review. Many historians, judging from the lack 
discussion of these topics in their published 
works, appear to believe that such topics do not 
now constitute major problems. Rather, they seem 
to accept the solutions proposed by other scholars 
from the late nineteenth century on and now 
employ these solutions as historical data on which 
to base their own research. 

For example, in Chapter 5 (the chapters have 
been arranged according to the chronological order 
of the events with which they are chiefly concerned), 
we are confronted with the "Lepidi et Gaetulici 
COMPuLrat OmmSUC Cem GUAICeEto Alp OL A.D. 39° The 
reality of this conspiracy against Gaius has been 
accepted for many years. Moreover, it has been 
aeceptecasaseiistoricalstact that the plot ante— 
dated the rapid journey across the Alps made by 
Galusminetnestall of A.D. 39, which, it is believed, 


was undertaken to suppress the conspiracy. Having 
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accepted these assumptions, then, almost all 
scholars who have concerned themselves with these 
events in recent years have concentrated their 
efforts in explanatory or prosopographical research 
in order to uncover the motives of the conspirators 
and the identities of their alleged colleagues. 
Such an approach, however, is misguided; for, prior 
to embarking on a search for motives or for more 
conspirators, it is surely necessary to re-evaluate 
the ancient sources for the conspiracy. The 
obligation is first to discover whether or not we 
RavemalyegGOUvdse ror believing thate thee (conspiracy © 
was under way before Gaius travelled to Germany 

and whether or not it was designed primarily to 
oust Gaius from imperial power. The answers to 
such basic questions could well have a telling 
effect on the value of the explanatory or prosop- 
ographical researches of other scholars. 

Another example of the problems to be encount- 
ered on assuming too many of the results of previous 
SCuovano ip muomol Ven Time ciapter OO, ine Cult OF 
Gaius." It is suggested by many scholars that 


Gaius identified himself with Iuppiter. Such a 
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Suggestion, however, while plausible enough in 
itself, may have major ramifications for our 
interpretation of Gaius' reign. Also, the ever 
present notion that in A.D. 40 Gaius was the 
recipient of not one but two temples associated 
with the cult of himself in the persona of Iuppiter, 
or aS an independent god of equal stature, can 
Significantly alter our understanding of the man 
and the degree to which he may have attempted to 
Sfebl Lye rseaSpi Ld LOnscmLOrdivyini ty. MOre wi moort— 
antly, perhaps, assumptions made about Gaius' 
activities have now been used to support the 
aceon that Gaius Julius Caesar also 

aimed at (and received) divine honors during his 
lifetime. 

Problems such as these are made worse by the 
fact that, in several instances, our ancient 
sources do not agree among themselves or are 
inconsistent with evidence supplied through epigr- 
aphic or archaeological studies. In Chapter 2, 
Wie DacesOtabeGgicatlon won the Temple of Mars 
Ultor," the problem was relatively straightforward. 
Scholars, having assumed the validity of Dio Cassius' 


statement that the temple in the Forum of Augustus 
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Wesmocdveated one leAugust gee. C. #(60955. 43)., 
have been reduced to accepting the 
proposition that Ovid who placed this dedication 
enw 2etiay = (hast to. 65 45=5 99) )iwaseincorrect: ¢even 
though he may well have been in Rome at the time 
of the temple's dedication. Such scholars have 
also accepted the existence of a small aedicula 
Oneehorcap ico leded teatedstowMans UlLor circa 
POSE TC. weabterethe *return+of ‘the Legionary 
Standards from Parthia. It is stated that the 
Ludi Martiales recorded in certain ancient calen- 
dars for 12 May are to be associated with this 
earlier dedication--a belief that makes nonsense of 
Augustus' statement that, in his thirteenth 
consulship, he\ was) the) first*to produce these 
Circensian games at Rome (Res Gestae 22. 2). The 
assumptions of scholars based on the incongruity 
Of Our sources, then, have a direct bearing on 
our appreciation of these sources and their 
Historical validity: 

Similar problems of incongruity also gave 
rise to the studies contained in the remaining 


chapters of this dissertation. In Chapter 1 
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which is concerned with the date of dedication 
of the altar "Romae et Augusto" at Lyon and 
the birth of the future emperor Claudius, we 
find that several scholars have simply rejected 
one source (in this case Suetonius, Claude e251) 
oursof preference for another (Livy, Per. 139). 
In Chapter 3, "Problems of Nomenclature," we 
find the opposite to be true: what Suetonius is 
EnOQugnesrovhnavesmeants (Cland. 2.21) 1s used.to 
Seto CMemlem ya ld ity sot Om 00 2.5) .eAgain, 
in Chapter 4, "Tacitus and the Praetorian Elections 
of A.D. 14," epigraphic evidence allegedly belies 
the Stacementy (tacitus) Ann: ol 215) 7;that in A.D.414 
Tiberius first transferred the "comitia" "e campo 
--. ad patres"; even though this transfer appears 
Validatedwbyepio (59 £29. t6s3° 20.94 )>- 

The single most important principle, then, 
on which my research has been based--and continues 
to be based--is simply this: that, at every turn, 
each source for a particular event or action must 
be re-examined ab initio. As many other scholars 
have discovered, it is not enough to accept the 
solutions proposed by far greater minds without a 


careful appeal to the ancient sources themselves. 
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TOMCINGeeEhat one source, Dio for example, is 
probably more reliable in one instance than 

Due CON USM LoenOtmrO rIindatiat Did0l1s invariably 
more reliable than the biographer. Also, to be 
aware of the many contributions made by Mommsen, 
his successors, and more recent historians should 
not lead us to an acceptance of the substance of 
these contributions without a most careful examin- 
ation of the assumptions present in each scholar's 
work. To accept such assumptions without appraisal 
would be to do an injustice to those very scholars 
whom we would praise. The principle is as simple 
as it is well known. It was, however, an attempt 
EQma DDI ihawepoincliplouerdgorous.y thatiwas 
chiefly responsible for the form of this dissert- 


ation. 
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CHAPTER 1 


The Breth ofeClaudtuseandsthe Date,.of sDedication 


of the Altar "Romae et Augusto" at Lyon 


In this first chapter we are, I believe, 

given ample evidence for one of the very problems 
TOmwhich, Ifreterred inethesintreductionysto) this 
dissertation. The problem is this: on occasion 
modern scholars appear to have rejected the 
testimony of Suetonius, believing either that the 
biographer has erred or that he intended a meaning 
far different from that which appears at first in 
the passage with which they are concerned. In 
support of either belief these scholars invariably 
adduce other pieces of evidence for which, in my 
Opinion, there is often no prima facie case to 


uphold their authority or preferability. 1 


In Suetonius' biography of the emperor Claudius 
we are told that "Claudius natus est Iullo Antonio 


Fabio Africano conss. Kal. Aug. Lugduni eo ipso 
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die quo primum ara ibi Augusto dedicata est" 

(Claud. CE) Cate Semrchat Claucitis was, Dorn in 
the=consulate of ;Tullus Antonius and A. Fabius 
Maximus at Lyon on 1 August, the very day in which 
the altar there to Augustus was first dedicated. “ 
Nothing could be clearer than the language employed 
by Suetonius. JIullus Antonius and Fabius Maximus, as 
we know from other sources, were consuls in 10 B.C. 3 
Gtaudius,. theretore, was born on 1 August 10 B.C: 
ately On wel OLOaLhiTsS cate sandethe place of birth 

are well attested, not merely by Suetonius else- 
where in his work, but also by Seneca, Dio, and by 


epigraphic evidence. : 


Buspthermore, on a first 
reading of the passage of Suetonius now under 
discussion, it certainly appears as if the 
biographer wished to document his own case for this 
date by supplying a clear context in which the 
birth of Claudius might be placed: "eo ipso die 
quo" primum aray. .. dedicata est." 

What is contested in this passage, however, 
is the statement--according to the most straight- 


forward interpretation--that makes Claudius' birth 


take place on the same day that the very famous 
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altar "Romae et Augusto" was dedicated at Lyon. 2 


Livy, in the summary of his work (Pete Oo) a, 
clearly places the dedication of this altar in 

12 B.C., after the riots occasioned by the census 
of the previous year had been suppressed. 3 
The same scholars, then, who accept Livy's chrono- 
logy, are also those who reject Suetonius' 

evidence. In their appreciation of the biographer's 
text, they may be classified into three separate 
groups according to the interpretations they 
espouse. Some scholars suggest that Suetonius 

Dacmo tM lyeasslonedathe dedication, of the altar 
“Romae et Augusto" to the wrong year. f Others 
believe that Suetonius, in fact, is referring not 

to the actual day Of dedication of the altar but to 
the anniversary of that event. Stil aGiiers 
believe--or seem to imply--that the altar mentioned 
here is not to be identified with the monumental 
altar at Lyon but with some other altar that was 


dedicated to Augustus at Lyon on 1 August 10 B.C. : 


iiewlaceesugqastion, Which 1s amplicit. in 


the translations of Rolfe and Ailloud for example, 
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may be dismissed quickly enough. Why should 
Suetonius refer not to the well known altar at 

Lyon but to an obscure altar which is not mentioned 
in any other of our sources ? 10 after Sul. che, (ave) 
other point in his work does the biographer place 
Phewbirthyof the emperors -in insignificant or 
obscure chronological contexts. Suetonius, rather, 
mentions notable events that were roughly contemp- 
oraneous with these births, or he omits completely 
any mention of a chronological mise en scene. 

For example, the biographer tells us that 
Augustus was born in 63 B.C. on the very day that 
the Catilinarian plot was being discussed by the 
Dena em ANG etme, that li berlusewas born” “per, 
Dolluneeneluppense us (fib. that, Neroereached 
the light nine months after the death of Tiberius 
(Sloe o nef echat  Vecpasianewas born five years 
before the death of Augustus (Vesp. 2. 1), and ee 
Tiriscee nacusmestr lt Ge kalewlan. insigni anno 
Gaiana nece" (aineiele, Le Bal seletsy “evel gieke biographies 
(CalusmeGalbaymeOLnOye Vite hliis,. Domitian) no 
such chronological contexts are given. 11 Thus, 


inasmuch as Suetonius only seems to supply such 
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chronological information when that information 
is significant in itself and undoubtedly well 
known to his audience, we may presume that here 
EOOmLCLald wee. ec nescontcext in which he places 
the birth of Claudius would also have been well 
KNOWN. welts tuniikely, then, that the biographer 
intended to refer to an altar less famous than 
the monumental altar dedicated "Romae et Augusto" 
ate Lyon. 

The second argument against Suetonius' chrono- 
logicaleaccuracy also appears to fail, and on 
Similar grounds of misinterpretation. This argument, 
advanced by Holmes among others, is that Suetonius 
in his statement "eo ipso die quo primum ara 
dedicata est" has referred merely to the anniversary 
Crmelemsiec1 cation) Olsticualteneat, LYON and not to 


12 Ate iaiiae t 


the actual day and year of dedication. 
glance, this argument appears to have some merit, 
for it reconciles our sources Suetonius and Livy 
and also exculpates the biographer from charges 
CruechiEonologicai= errors. Lt is, however, quite 


HncCOnvincing . 


Firstly, whenever the biographer does place 


~ a, | - 

et a. at ae ae 
4qt4 fade nolvenriciot Ses1g0 fonoaAD 
ome hme Diese ma Ay! sta 


ge - - i : a 
eits wey Diy (ne 
“—- i aa a = 
& 15, ee : i 
- 


: 
» 


Enos birth yO flan semperor .in.aachronological context, 


he is invariably precise in his reference either 


to the contemporaneity of the events he describes 


(AUGUStCUS mT perius, Titus) gor to, the Jlapse of 


time between these events (Nero, Vespasian). he 


There is no reason to suppose that he broke with this 


Practicesheremingnisidescription,of. the. barth 


of Claudius. Secondly, Suetonius employs the 
word "primum" in a context that can only be taken 
to emphasize the contemporaneity of the birth of 
laud mismandethesdcdicatitoneor sthc altar: feo 
ipso die quo primum osm elnicdly,. had Suetonius 
intended the reader to believe that he referred 
to the anniversary of the dedication and not the 
daysOn dedicationyitselt, why did hesmaintain a 
contemporaneity of verbal tense: "natus est 
dedicata est" ? In another, similar passage the 
biographer changed tenses precisely because he | 
wished to indicate the fact that one event took 
place on the anniversary of an earlier event: 
(Nero 40. 4) "Neapoli de motu Galliarum [Nero] 
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from his life of Nero is virtually identical to 
his construction of the sentence in the biography 
of Claudius. I suggest, therefore, that Suetonius, 
had he wished to point out that Claudius was born 
on the anniversary of the dedication of the altar 
at Lyon, would, as in Nero 40. 4, have employed 

anon Luperlectatrense: = tdedicatarerat! .~+To my “mind 
the second argument is invalid. 

The first argument against Suetonius' 
chronological accuracy remains. It is alleged that 
the biographer has placed the dedication of the 
altar "Romae et Augusto" in 10 B.C. when it was 
actually dedicated some two years earlier in 12 B.C. 

This argument, however, relies for its support 
solely on the evidence supplied by Livy's epitomator: 
(her 30) S.Cly lt Lacesucermaniachcl Ss eRhenum tet atrans 
Rhenum positae oppugnantur a Druso, et tumultus, 
GuilGb censumpexontusein Gallia .erat, oro. 
ara dei Caesaris ad confluentem Araris et Rhodani 
dedicata, sacerdote creato C. Iulio Vercondaridubno 
Reduogm 4 This ee Vent, ppaccording sto wbivy »atook 
placceinel2 BeGe sLivy.s date also has some*support 
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it is stated that the elder Drusus seized subject 
territory in 12 B.C. and summoned native leaders 
cop LvVOonwonstherpretextrofitaking part™in the 
festival "fv ual vdv nmept tov Tod ’AvyovatoU 
Bwuov év AovydoUvm, TEeAODGL. 4... ie 
It should be noted, however, that Dio does not 
mention either the erection or dedication of an 
SerasapmoneceetsAugustlomanll206.C2,abut states 
merely that the native leaders were summoned to 
participate in a festival which, at the time of 
writing his account, was still being celebrated 
(lite vi jee ivy endeDio,ve then, supply audate 
of 12 B.C. for the establishment of a festival 
at Lyon, but only Livy's account gives the year 
i2e>. Cer Oreches dedicatzon Of, thelaLtareitsels. 
Now, in an attempt to reconcile our differing 
sources, the suggestion has been made that there 
was at Lyon in pre-Roman times a native Gallic 
festival co wowen Augustussatmaslatrcerudatesgratted 
the rites of the new cult of Rome and Augustus, and 
ChapetcelowlOMcCiIS pre-existing festival that Dio 
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refers. This suggestion has merit but it is 


HOtmcoraiiy Convincing: IeNotloniy ishthegexistence 
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of a religious festival at Lyon in pre-Roman 
times far from certain, especially in view of 
Dio's statement that Drusus summoned the native 
leaders, but also to follow the suggestion that 
Dio is referring to such a festival--a suggestion 
implicit in Wells--would oblige us to accept the 
improbable inference that the elder Drusus 
iMieiMacteiyeassocratea mimselt in L218. GC. with 

a native festival that had no inherent relevance 


17 This cannot be 


to Roman interests in Gaul. 
aeCUlAte el Ouet mis mip Vorteeln tie accounts Ov 
Livy and Dio that a festival was established at 
On tel oma C anim t adc pen DONmtNems Lanta. t 
was held under Roman auspices. Indeed, the appoint- 
ment of a romanized Aeduan, C. Iulius Vercondarid- 
ubnus, as the first "Sacerdos" of the new cult must 
stand as evidence for the Roman nature of the 
festival and for its value in propagandizing the 
benefits of Roman rule through a medium that was 
politically acceptable to the native inhabitants 
of Gaul. 18 

The difference in dates given by our ancient 
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remains to be explained. Either Suetonius has 
erred in his statement that Claudius was born 
"eo ipso die guo primum ara ... dedicata est," 
or Livy (that is, his epitomator) has confused 
the date of the establishment of the new cult with 
that of the altar's dedication--an event that 
Canson yehbaves taken placesaiter construction,of 
the altar had been completed. ve 
Now, if it is accepted--as I think it must be-- 
that Livy and Dio are both concerned with the 
actual establishment of the new cult by the elder 
Drusus e(whOswaSepLobably sactingson instructions 
received from Augustus as Pontifex Maximus in this 
year and not on his own initiative, as Guiraud and 
Gardthausen would have us believe 20). andmthat 
Vercondaridubnus was the first priest of the new 
cult, it is also apparent that the operations of 
the future council of the Three Gauls were first 
initiated at the time of the establishment of 
ChescUlLiza thats mate tieatime OLsthe constitution” 
of the altar rather than at the time of the altar's 
dedication. 71 Indeed, there is inenmigiinle? phiaee Dk eris} 


account that necessarily suggests he is referring 
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to a festival associated with the dedication of 


the=monumental altar rather than its "constitution". 


Moreover, there are some grounds for believing 
thabeche) seconstr cucion' (that.is, "the formal 
establishment) of such an altar was an event of 
as nvoheis notehigher significance than the “fact 
GEeLeseacdicaturon, andy that “constitution” itselt 
was attended by a religious festival or ceremony. 
This was undoubtedly the case when the altar 
"Fortunae Reduci" was "constituted" by a formal 


decree of the Senate in 19 B.C. 22 


Furthermore, 
it should be acknowledged that the date of the 
first assembly of Gallic leaders at Lyon probably 
marked the effective "dies natalis" of the later 
council, with the result that this date, more 
likely to be coincidental with the date of 
Beonstitutcion. OLrwthe altar which ‘was -the focus 
Opethew later veouncilsthan the -date of dedication, 
would probably have been more significant in 
DObLtLCal venns than the tdatesor the altars 
dedication. 

Peels vecnceivabtle ye then, ehat Livy; his 


sources or his epitomator, has confused the date 


18 


| 46? 250 O2p. ieaQgityy 


of the first establishment of the new cult at 
Lyon with that of the altar's dedication. There 
are two arguments in support of this contention. 
Firstly, the summaries of Livy's work at this 
DOIntee tear eo tmchronological errors: -the date 
Sree ot pode oe deatie lieben 85) sche erecurn Of ithe 
Ped toneryestCandards srromeParthialingPer 141) and 
Sieg a togot elem Paden Vallanackwin! Per.7 142. 
One should not, therefore, accuse Suetonius of 
chronological inaccuracy without being aware that 
Livy--in this case, probably his epitomator, given 
ee@oa Veena CeO tericeevVontusmingPer lo e el 4a, 
and 142--was also susceptible to such errors. ae 
Secondly, in A.D. 41 Claudius caused to be 
issued at the mint of Lyon coins bearing a 
representation of the monumental altar and the 


legend ROM ET aAvc. 24 


Undoubtedly, this issue 
was made in celebration of Claudius' fiftieth 
Dinaenddywwitchmoccurreduon sl August A.D. 41. and 
which was feted at Rome by a presentation of 


29 Thateclaucdlus was) born at 


Ludi Martiales. 
Lyon was surely not a matter of great significance 


and hardly worth emphasizing by a representation 
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Sti cocealrargateLvyon.im@rhar Glaudius wassborn, 

as has been suggested, on the anniversary of the 
dedication of the altar "Romae et Augusto" was 
surely not of any greater significance than the 
fact that he was born also on the anniversary 
OistheareductionjoteA lexandriasinus0sBsC% 

On the other hand, should Claudius' birth have taken 
place at Lyon on the very day that the altar there 
was dedicated, as Suetonius clearly states, we may 
see that the issue of coins bearing the legend 

ROM ET AVG may well have had great significance 
for contemporariesiof Claudius, even though this 
Significance in terms of propaganda is hard to 


assess. today. 


To sum up: Suetonius tells us that Claudius 
was born at Lyon "eo ipso die quo primum ara ibi 
Augusto dedicata est." A majority of modern 
scholars, however, reject this statement on grounds 
of chronological inaccuracy and--without stating 
why--prefer Livy's account. Other scholars have 
attempted to reconcile these two sources, invariably, 


in my opinion, by misinterpreting Suetonius' text. 
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Neither course of action is valid. Given the 
RACE a aeiVvyswNOtlcen ol ithe dedication Of the 
altar at Lyon is surrounded by summaries that 
contain several chronological errors, it is 
probable that Livy's account here is also confused. 
We have, on the other hand, a clear context in 
WiLEChieLCmp UaCemuLy Se recondeand, the srost ivarl 
Mentioned by DLO 4(54 9632. ads) 3 schesimpomtance 
Giseeachecd tain Siaaiine st Ouchess Constitution a.0b 
altars as ins addubion,y aseMattingly,.Grant, .and 
Robertson among others have observed, there is 
the clear possibility that the coins issued in 
AID. Al jbearing the legend ROM» ET AVG were issued 
precisely because of the fact that the fiftieth 
birthday of Claudius also marked the fiftieth 
anniversary of the dedication of the altar "Romae 


we I submit, therefore, that 


et Augusto". 
Sysconmusewasunot oculltysor chronological inaccuracy 
when he stated that Claudius was born on the very 
day that the altar was dedicated at Lyon and that 
there, as, no cogent ora compellingsreason to reject 


his evidence in preference to that of Livy or his 


epitomator. 
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CHAPTER? 


The Date of Dedication of the Temple 


* 
of Mars Ultor 


For many years now scholars have considered the 
date of dedication of the temple of Mars Ultor 
in the Forum of Augustus as a matter beyond 
GPSpuceseeeln Se dacterwal August 2°B.C.teis, based 
principally on the evidence supplied by Augustus, 
Velleius Paterculus, and Dio, and has been accepted 
as an established historical fact at least from 
the time of Th. Mommsen's discussion in 1893. t 
Nevertheless, certain problems arise from an 
acceptance of this date; problems, that is, which 
have a direct bearing on the uSe of the Res Gestae 
CEeAUgUstuse cidetiewrasti Ot Ovidsasi valid historical 
sources. 

The year in which the temple was dedicated 
in the Forum of Augustus has been established 
bevond alls doubt 98 Velleius? Paterculus’ (2. 100. 2) 


States that the temple was dedicated during the 


consulship of Augustus and L. Caninius Gallus, who, 


oie 
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as we know from other sources, was suffect 
Gon Sil in Dore eiCr 4 Also Augustus assigns to this 
Vear-—na suthunteenth tconsulship—-thei first’ celebr- 
ation of Ludi Martiales at Rome. : Furthermore, 
it may be accepted that Ludi Martiales were produced 
in subsequent years on the anniversary of the 
dedication of this temple. 

Unfortunately, however, there is a problem 
of chronology associated with the first production 
of these Circensian games at Rome. According to 
DrvoksS account, off thes carlysyears? of Claudius? 
reign (60. 5. 3), Ludi Martiales were produced 
on 1 August A.D. 41 and commemorated the dedication 
of the temple of Mars Ultor in the Forum of 
Augustus. : According to the evidence of certain 
ancient calendars, on the other hand, (the Feriale 
Cumanum -etherhastiaMatfevaniw fehiwocalusyethe 
Feriale Duranum), such games were produced on 12 
May. ° Also Ovid, most likely an eyewitness to 
the events of 2 B.C., gives this earlier date, 
Eid welsen a ZeMay noc. Olly tas) tzhel datemior, tne 
celebration of these Circensian games but also 


for ene tdedication) Ofwtheltemple itself.) 9in, that 
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SeollOneormeLiemrastinwhitchideals with the events 
OTe Rest Ao 5B) ene spoect mentions 
clearly and without any sense of ambiguity the 
dedication of the temple in the Forum of Augustus 
(emo oU-oCo)eui tS ralsonmdnetre (5, 569-596), 

and the games which occurred at the time of the 


temple's dedication (5. 597-598). / 


At Semel & 
all the games referred to in our ancient sources 
are to be associated with the dedication of the 
CenpuowOtmMArse UT COmuLnee ta. wp hit is atconce 
apparent that we are presented with two mutually 


incompatible dates for that event, namely 1 


August and 12 May. 


In order to resolve this conflict, therefore, 
Mommsen proposed that the games which occurred on 
12 May commemorated an earlier event; namely the 
dedication of a smaller temple to Mars Ultor on 
PlemGapElOolewilch we accordingeto io) (54) 3.) 3); was 
decreed by Augustus after the recovery of the lost 
VeotoldLveslLandalis mt Lome Parthia, Lnw20) B.C. g 


The existence of such an aedicula of Mars Ultor 


on the Capitol has been accepted as certain. 
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Coins exist, minted in Spain and at Ephesus 
Circa 19-18 B.C., which bear on the reverse the 
representations of a small temple in which were 
placed signa and a small figure presumably of 
Mars, and the legend MAR VLT, or some such 
permutation of nomenclature. 2 The temples on 
these coins bear no resemblance to the grand 
edifice in the Forum of Augustus and, as a result, 
have been thought to commemorate the dedication 
SuCam Omnice sOrmag smal templesto Mars ULtOr on 
the Capitol: Le The games, therefore, celebrated 
at Rome on 12 May are now thought to have commemorated 
the dedication of the aedicula on the Capitol, 
while those which were produced on 1 August pres- 
umably took place on the anniversary of the dedic- 
ation of the temple in the Forum of Augustus. 
Mommsen's solution is attractive and has been 
accepted by many historians. a Nevertheless, 
it seems to raise more problems than it solves. 
Firstly, Augustus' statement, "[c]Jonsul XIII 
ludos)/ Marltia|lles prijimus fec]i, quos plost ild 
tempus deinceps ins[equen]ti[bus] / annis [s.c. 


Sumlegomes cemumue COls| Su) Leses (Res Gestae 22.32), 
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can only be considered to be inaccurate, for, 
according to the standard belief, Ludi Martiales 
had been produced at Rome since 19-18 B.C. Be 
Secondly, we must believe that Ovid was mistaken 
when he assigned the dedication of the temple in 
the Forum of Augustus to 12 May: "Mars venit et 
veniens bellica signa dedit. / Ultor ad ipse 

suos caelo descendit honores / templaque in Augusto 


conspicienda foro" (Fasti 5. 550-552). +? 


Thad ya, 
while we must accept the existence of two temples 
dedicated to Mars Ultor at Rome and the celebration 
of two distinct Ludi Martiales, we must account 

for the complete lack of mention in the surviving 
Fasti of the Julio-Claudian era’ of both the 
dedication of the temple of Mars Ultor on 1 August 
and the Ludi Martiales produced on that day-- 

even though such games were evidently prescribed 


Ss.c. et lege" (Res Gestae 22. 2). Ie FOurthiy,; 


we are required to believe that the earlier 

aedicula on the Capitol was intended primarily as 
a temporary resting place for the newly recovered 
Signa until such time as the temple in the Forum 


of Augustus was ready for occupation. a And that 
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is not all. If we accept Mommsen's suggestion, 
we must also explain why another contemporary 
poet, Horace, wrote in a poem whose terminus post 
quem is probably 13 B.C. that the standards were 
returned not to Mars but to Jupiter: "et signa 
nostro restituit Iovi / derepta Parthorum 


SMiCenod.cwe/ eDOSt@ iOS wal Cal sar db 15, sO.) : 5 =e Even 


if, as some suppose ae the standards were deposited 
ingestenple of mJ upltensonathe: Capitol suntid stheir 
"temporary" residence was ready, this cannot explain 
Horace's evident mistake only a few years after 

that aedicula must have been completed. Surely 
Horace had some knowledge of contemporary events ? 
Furthermore, if religious scruples allowed the 
deposition of the newly recovered standards in 
ABCCUDLCIGnaWUDacem Cireag205B iC. pbwhy-should 


not these same scruples have permitted the signa 


£0, Ceili nelieLe Untib2 BsGase 


The problems raised by Mommsen's conjecture 
are now made obvious: Augustus, Ovid, and Horace 
Soest LLavaOhecnOsosehaSlOonical sinaccuracy... But 


our only textual support for the existence of 
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an aedicula dedicated to Mars Ultor on the 
Gapnveormiscathat whicheis supplied by Dio. (54. 

26 Maemo LO,mitemustubesnoted, does snot state 

that the small temple on the Capitol was dedicated 
Circaploalser.C.,sbutymerelysethatsAugustus 
"dnguosfvar exdrAevuce," ng Our only evidence, 
therefore, for the; year in which such an aedicula 
was dedicated are the coins which were struck 
Grncay lo[l cae. Camandywhichs bear. theplegend|MAR 
Villewe Putedogchese icoinsereadly commemorate), the 


dedication of that temple on the Capitol ? 


In 44 B.C. P. Sepullius Macer issued a coin 


on which there is a temple and the legend CLEMENTIA 


CAESARIS. a In the previous year, the Senate 


had decreed a temple to Caesar and to Clementia. 
Nevertheless, it is certain that the temple was 
never built. ra incon. CeeAUGUS~LUSe Caused, Lo 

be issued coins showing a temple and bearing the 


Legends DIVO. 1Vis. ae That temple was dedicated 


OMe SeAugust 295 B).C.. 26 hawboth, theses cases, 
therefore, it is apparent that the decision to 


build a temple is that which is commemorated and 


notrohes fact of sthe, temple's,dedication. 
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Furthermore, modern scholarship has supported 
the possibility that even as late as 19 B.C. the 
anniversary of the "constitution" of such a 
MOMUMent ew haters Cie LoOrmal decision to, bulla, 
was of greater significance than that of the 


monument's dedication. 23 


There is every likeli- 
ROodyacien, that, thnercoins MAR VET circa’ ls B.C. 
commemorate the "constitution" of a temple of 
Mars Ultor and not the dedication of such a 
temple. Given the possibility, therefore, these 
coins may well be associated with a decision to 


PuPlomaeuciu loo rears ma 'COrenOte On tne Capitol 


but in the Forum of Augustus--a temple, as we know 


HeOmeMecLOolLucmuate 2-94.89 ,ewhich took an unusually 


long time to complete. 

Mommsen's conjecture, therefore, rests solely 
on the unsupported testimony of Dio that a temple 
was to be erected on the Capitol to Mars Ultor in 
order to accommodate the newly recovered standards 
from Parthia. Given the weight of evidence, 
however, which is drawn from contemporary document- 
ary sources, it now seems very likely that Dio 


confused the temporary resting place of the signa 
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(that is, a temple of Jupiter on the Capitol), 
with the formal decision to build a temple of Mars 
Ultor in a new Forum Augustum in which these 

Signa were eventually to be housed. an 

If this suggestion is accepted, namely that 
Dio very probably misplaced the location of the 
new temple of Mars Ultor, it is at once apparent 
Ghatewe are sti) le lertawith twor conflicting 
dates for the dedication of that temple in 2 B.C. 
and for the first celebration of the Ludi Martiales 
Beeromey,  tiateasya |\2eMayexOvid)iand JrAugust 
(DTOeGOtIS Bove welSare conceivable, then that 
Dio Nasmatsomconlused (60.85. Sjmtherproductezon 
of Ludi Martiales with some other games that 
OCeurred@onPilVAugusteATDy 41° ? 

Dio himself has supplied the answer. The 
historian states that Circensian games were prod- 
uced on 1 August because that day was the anniversary 
of the dedication of the temple of Mars Ultor and 
not because it was%Claudius' birthday. Here, 
perhaps, the historian has been less than candid, 
for his purpose was to show how, at the beginning 
of his reign, Claudius moderated the extravagances 
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of his predecessor. Nevertheless, ever since 
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the time of Augustus' death when it was decreed 
Ehategqanessece toov tots Apevouc “should 

be produced on the anniversary of Augustus' 
birthw(Dio, 56. 46... 4)., similar.games, had also 
occurred on the birthdays of other members of 

the imperial family. o From Dio's own account 
(60, aoe! Ae ltelseapparentechat Claudiuss followed 
this custom, which had been adopted also by his 
immediate predecessor Gaius. Be Furthermore, not 
only may we assume that traditional offerings 
marked the anniversary of Claudius' birth ae. 

we are also told that the, new, emperor was» partic- 
ularly averse to the celebration of two different 


festivals on the same day. a 


Thus, given the 
indisputable fact that 1 August was Claudius' 
birthday, vitsis, surely,.more,. probable than not 
that, any production of Circensian games on that 
ayecaiL Vente tala iswmteignecelebrated not the 
dedication of a temple some four decades earlier, 
but the anniversary of his birth. Dio's testimony 
(CUMS) eLSmc loam veouspecosand sot tanyerate, 


should not be preferred to the evidence supplied 


by the calendars and Ovid. Ovid, after all, was 
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a contemporary of the events he described in 


Bastia... ft. 


In short: On the evidence reviewed above, it 
is very probable that the first celebration of 
Ludi Martiales occurred in 2 B.C.--the year of 
Augustus' thirteenth consulship--on the occasion 
Ofathe dedication of athe temple “of Mars «Ultorn+tin 
the Forum of Augustus. The date of dedication 
was undoubtedly that which is supplied by Ovid, 
thatweus, el2aMay. selhis yoroposiLtionshas:\the merit 
of removing from the Capitol a "temporary" temple 
One Mars ULEOG gotereducings the, number of pludi 
Martiales produced at Rome prior to Augustus' death 
to only one a year--the number actually recorded 
in the calendars--and, most beneficial, of 
rehabilitating the contemporary accounts of 


Augustus, etlocace ~jand Ovid. — 


CHAPTER 3 
Problems of Nomenclature 


in the®first two chapters of Suetonius’ “biography 
of the anoeee Claudius there are two major 
problems of nomenclature. The first problem is 
concerned with the name given to Claudius' father, 
the elder Drusus, at the time of his birth and 
the subsequent change of his praenomen (from 
Decimus to Nero) at a later and unspecified 
datLeetGlaud ames!) eee Thersecondeproblem is*concern- 
ed with the change of cognomen by the future 
emperor Claudius in A.D. 4 which is recorded by 
them btographerwine thes rollowing way?) (Claud t#2 

1) "Claudius ... appellatusque Tiberius Claudius 
Drusus. mox fratre maiore in Iuliam familiam 
adoptato Germanici cognomen assumpsit." 

Certainly, these are significant problems; 
foEethey, inetact, yreldvturther evidence of a 
phenomenon well known to historians of the late 
republic and early empire: the use of nomenclature 


almost as propaganda by families or individuals 
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who wished to gain personal or political benefits 
--or who desired to keep such benefits having 
obtained them already--from a close and well 
advertised relationship with the dominant family 
at Rome. i The inverse to such an advertisement 
of family relationships may also be true. On 
occasion, individuals may have sought to hide 
their familial ties with persons who, for whatever 
reason, had achieved a certain notoriety at Rome, 
or may have attempted to make less apparent their 
own humble origins. % 
in addition ,Witeis possable thatwal change 
in nomenclature could occur for both of the 
reasons indicated above. Thus, a man might wish 
to make less obvious his relationship with one 
who had fallen into disfavor with the current 
Lregqimessersuch auman might, —at the isames timesfwish 
to throw into sharper focus his links with the 
ruling élite or with someone who had gained 
distinction in the service of that elite. It 
will be apparent from the discussion that follows 
that the changes in name of Claudius' father 


and Claudius himself conform quite closely to the 
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pattern of political or personal advantage I 


have just described. 


Pee IL 


The Change in Praenomen of the Elder Drusus 


Suetonius, in his statement "patrem Claudi 


Caesaris, olim Decimum mox Neronem praenomine, 


eee aC etl eel eS tie 


for the original praenomen 


that is, Decimus. At some 


Doususse neancy,.VOUuCL, 


OS 


only ancient authority 
Oceelaucinice stather, 
time in the elder 


early manhood--the 


WOCUMeMOx mer SeOtenOwtelp vat all—=—this pracnomen 


was discarded in favor of that of Nero. When 


this change took place is not known. . Nevertheless, 


the two most likely occasions for the change may 


be considered to be the death of Drusus!' father, 


Ti. Claudius Nero, and, equally probable--perhaps 


more so--the time of Drusus' assumption of the 


4 


LOGdmVi rsa Se UMtoOncuUnately athe datleeflor 


neither event can be fixed with certainty. 


Even so, a defence can be made for the year 33 B.C. 


ASwiEiaAveineWwhtch T1. °Clauaius, Nero, died, 
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SuctonMismeel rs Ss (Tribe sone 4)) that. [iberius, 


the future emperor and Drusus' brother, "novem natus 


annos defunctum patrem pro rostris laudavit." 
In other words, Drusus' brother was in his tenth 
year when his father died. According to certain 
encrentecalendars the Feriale;Cumanum, the f£. 0a. 
Antiates, the Acta Fratrum Arvalium, and again 
Lomecvetortus stb .eo.. 1), the Lucure) emperor 
Tiberius was born on 16 November 42 B.C. : 
Thus, Tiberius' tenth year and the funeral laudation 
Cia Sea chetaepy OOAD LY ctOOk place, in 33, .8.C. 

Also, the year in which the elder Drusus 
donned the toga virilis is not known. From a 
comparison, however, of the early and analogous 
Careerseoe DGoUSUsS;and dis brother Tiberius, both 
of whom were allowed to hold public office five 
years prior to the legal minimum age ce it may te 
Suggested that the elder Drusus assumed the 
LOQaaVvVilLliLomatmenocmsame sagenas las brother, that 
LS, Lnehis fLitteenth year. d This would place 
the elder Drusus' assumption of the toga virilis 
ni oh OY Meee 


Now, before an attempt is made to discover 
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which of the two dates best fits Drusus' change 

of name, or, by a consideration of the events of 
those years, which offers us a more plausible 
motive for the change, it is necessary first to 
discover why Drusus' original praenomen was 
Decimus. From the time of Mommsen this problem 
has been largely ignored; for it has been accepted 
that the praenomen Decimus was a well used name 
appropriate to this particular branch of the 
Claudian gens. : There is, however, no real 
Support for this assertion which has been followed 
by, among others, MUunzer. z The only alleged example 
of the use of the praenomen Decimus by this branch 
Sfeenesc laudlaneramily—-~apart, that rs, from the 
example under discussion--is recorded in the 

Sarva nscraptionsCLLP Ie 857. ue ARie -abShr Lelgtetel 4 
legitimate to attempt an explanation for Drusus' 
praenomen Decimus. 

The answer to this problem, I believe, lies 
in the reasons that may be found for Drusus the 
Elder's cognomen, that is, according to Suetonius, 
Drusus. Now, DrusSus was born in what can only 


be described as rather mysterious circumstances 
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in the year 38 B.C., either three days before 
Octavian's marriage to his mother Livia or in 

the third month after the wedding ceremony on 

Py ecanuary . a Which is the correct date remains 
to be determined. Nevertheless, what is obvious 
in either case--given that the child was born 
aecemmeuivravls 1VOLrCce LroMmaLbtsmracher, “T1-. Claudius 
NEGCOpWiYCch, according tO. Di0 438. 345 3° took place 
Pio) SeLidcebien sOLntuneSs Of Drusus - 
father were at a particularly low ebb. ae In 
SUChMaeSLCUAtTOnN, Cicn, 2t 1S very probable Ehat 
Drusus' parents thought it advantageous to lay 
less emphasis on the child's paternal lineage and, 
by the adoption of the cognomen Drusus, to stress 
the infant's maternal links with the Livian 

Gems s(tnough perhaps nou relevant here; 1t should 
be remembered that Drusus' maternal grandfather 
was Appius Claudius Pulcher who after his adoption 
into the Livian family, became known as M. Livius 
Drusus Claudianus. re 


Given such political or personal considerations, 


then, it is as likely as not that the praenomen 
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Decimus was chosen for the infant precisely 

because it was not a name well used by this 

branch of the Claudian family. Furthermore, the 

name Decimus seems to have been used only 

sparingly by the more prominent families of 

late republican Rome and, apart from its association 

WLeh= D~etuniis* Brutus’ (Cos.*des. 42 BC i) 7" may 

well have been thought to have been politically 

RAN i batoose st Sn the name was not chosen because 

Drusus was the tenth child born to Ti. Claudius 

Nero or because he was born in the tenth month 

of the year. a 
So-much, then,-~ftor the choice of the 

praenomen Decimus. Why was there a change in 

nomenclature and when did this change occur ? 

DIGethts? Change-cecurein 33°B.C. when Drusus? 

father died or did it take place some nine mene 

datertine24 Bec. (which is°the- most@-likely year 

for Drusus “assumption of the-toga4virilis) =? 

In 33 B.C., perhaps, the memory of Drusus' actual 

parentage recalled by the assumption of the 


name Nero could well have been considered as 


unfortunates "ALttersall, only’ five years at the 
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most would have passed since Octavian's marriage 
COPOLUSUSEMMoOLNerebLViases cnesvearec4ebec.,. on the 
other hand, appears to offer us a more plausible 
context for the change in name. 

ined 466. GeatheseldereDrusus# «quardian 
Augustus had returned to Rome and, along with 
Marcellus, Drusus' brother Tiberius received 
MaSPEtrsteextraordinary, publicehonors: ae ie 
Drusus took up the praenomen Nero at this time, 
the change in nomenclature may perhaps have been 
thought to have underlined publicly the close 
relationship that existed beween himself and 
MhEGEDLOCKer. eli berius, Of course, also bore 
the name Nero and, if for no other reason than 
his accelerated rise to public office, had 
certainly gained the attention of the Roman people. 
Indeed, years later the power of the name Nero 
is well demonstrated by. the court poet Horace, 
WROEWEOt ema Catem 4. 64 92-238)" uae squid Augusti 
paternus / in pueros animus Nerones." + 

Needless to say, this suggestion that Drusus' 


change of name occurred as the result of a need 


GOreanswelteadvertised affiliation withshis brother 
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rests on very slender supports. At present, 
however, there appears to be no more plausible 
occasion for the change in nomenclature or more 
plausible motive first for the selection of the 
praenomen Decimus and, second, for the subsequent 
assumption of the praenomen Nero. Self interest, 
or, rather, the instinct for self advancement-- 

an instinct that, given the circumstances, could 
not have been fostered without the active approval 
OteAugqustus slimselt—-— provides us, inimy Opinion, 
with a most reasonable situation in which to place 


the elder Drusus' change in nomenclature. 


Page, ILE 


The Early Name of the Emperor Claudius 


We may now turn to the second problem of nomen- 
clature posed for us in the early chapters of 
Suetonius' biography of the emperor Claudius. 
iiemveOgGapheL, Just as ne was Our Only sotrce” for 
the original praenomen of the elder Drusus, is 


SPSORCULMON yeancrenLeaucniorauy Lor che earlier 


cognomen of the future emperor. Suetonius states 
pola vicdwezeeala)s Ehatie' Claudius... vrappellatusque 
Tiberius Claudius Drusus. mox fratre maiore 
in Iuliam familiam adoptato Germanici cognomen 
assumpsit." co 
Now, the standard interpretation of this 
passage is as follows: In A.D. 4 Augustus 
obliged the future emperor Tiberius to adopt 
his dead brother's elder son. Very soon there- 
after, on 26 June, Tiberius was himself adopted 
by Augustus. Thus, the future emperor entered 
the Julian household. With him went his two 
sons, his own son Nero Claudius Drusus and his 
rather more recently acquired son whose name 
at this stage, immediately prior to Tiberius' 
adoption, is uncertain but was probably Tiberius 
Claudius Nero Germanicus, and who has been Known) 
Since the earliest times as Germanicus. vA 
At the time of these adoptions, then, Claudius 
discarded the cognomen Drusus and took up the 
cognomina of his elder brother Nero Germanicus. 


Claudius then became known as Tiberius Claudius 


Nero Germanicus or by some similar permutation 


OxL: 
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of names. me This standard interpretation of 
the Suetonian passage is based primarily on the 
scholarship of Mommsen who adduced a passage of 
Dio (Frg. 44) to support his suggestion that 


Claudius did not receive the honorific cognomen 


Germanicus at the time it was bestowed posthumously 


on his father in 9 B.C. At this time, however, 
according to Mommsen who kept his argument 


consistent with Dio Frg. 44, Drusus' elder 


son did receive the honorific cognomen Germanicus. 


Ate thes timesot thevadoptions of AyD. '4,"=then, 
Claudius became the oldest surviving son of the 
elder Drusus and, as a result, assumed the title 
Germanicus. a2 
This interpretation, then, though based in 
part on the relevance of a fragment of Dio that 
refers not to an event in the last decade before - 
CGhsistelUtecO an, eventein 240 BVC., has® been 
accepted by a great number of scholars, notably-- 
for example--Momigliano, Scramuzza, Kraft, and 


we Lt was not’ completely accepted, for 


25 


Timpe. 
example, by Frank, Groag, or by Kneissl. 


Frank, on the basis of an epigraphic study that 


43 


44 


may only be described as highly selective, 
asserted that Claudius never actually assumed the 
cognomen Nero until his short suffect consul- 
Sapeoter.Owmeo/ and ,curther® that the major 
Mysecrupe ron 2newhichuthata@namesoccurs, thatsis, 
Giimvmos OS thessoscalled “Pavian’einscriptionsof£ 
A.D. 7/8--was merely an anachronistic device 
employed by Claudius as he journeyed north in A.D. 
30 meeeACCOLd nga toerrankwyeClaudius, = eager as he 
always was for recognition by the imperial house, 
-.. seized the opportunity of brief power during 
Hise OULNCyEnORcoWardein S9ELOtiGratiny Nise vanity 
by adding his own statue to those of the imperial 
family that had been recognised by Augustus in 
the vyeare7/73.”" ais 
Fortunately, Frank's suggestion, though 
commended to students of ancient history by 
Charlesworth ous was speedily demolished by 
Gardthausen and Stuart, both of whom cite an 
inscription which, at the very latest, must have 
been engraved prior to Claudius' consulship in 
Ape / FawhucherelersttosClaudiussand whichtbears 


the name Nero. ca Frank, however, did not contest 


the suggestion that Claudius received the cognomen 
Germanicus at the time of the adoptions in A.D 4. 
Groag's objection was much less momentous. 
He stated that "als der Senat nach dem Tode seines 
Vaters (745 = 9 v. Chr.) diesem und seiner Nach- 
kommenschaft den Beinamen Germanicus decretierte, 
foue fae we TOn Ve aioe 6.) ae DekaMm ewollvauch sc. 
diese Cognomen. Im J. 4 n. Chr. wurde jedoch sein 
(Claudius) Alterer Bruder, der ursprtinglich Ti. 
Claudius Nero geheissen haben duirfte, von Tiberius 
adoptiert und trat damit in das julische Geschlecht 
HOG mom ve BCAlSCoCesnNiuneselnecOgnOmensDLUSUS mL 
dem seines Bruders, Nero, dem angestammten Beinamen 
dieses Zweiges der Claudier ...." a 
Kneissl, however, the author of the most 
recent and authoritative work on "Siegestitulatur", 
GraenotsgOuso far. He, while recognizing the 
ToGCceuo tavionmoensourellanceson Dio bro. 44- and 
accepting the argument that Claudius did not receive 
the honorific cognomen Germanicus until A.D. 4, 
nevertheless expressed doubt that in the first 
decade of our era there was a strong hereditary 


TUL esucne matters sas surnames or honorific 
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cognomina. Perhaps more significantly, Kneissl 
accepted the suggestion that Claudius became 
known as Ti. Claudius Nero Germanicus after the 
adoptions in A.D. 4, but did not explain how 
Claudius received the name Nero. This, perhaps, 
was a major lapse, for he asserts that Germanicus, 
prior to his adoption by Tiberius, was probably 
known as Nero Claudius Germanicus and thus, 
according to this nomenclature, did not possess 
any familial cognomen. ef 
Whatever the objections, therefore, to 
Mommsen's proposition that Claudius received the 


name Nero along with that of Germanicus in A.D. 4, 


it is the communis opinio of modern historians 


that Claudius did not possess the cognomen Germanicus 


initreethemwadoptcLons OL A.D. “4% 

Now, the one major problem with Mommsen's 
interpretation of the Suetonian passage (Claud. 
Det yersetchils "Very -aSsimpt1on. [he proposition 
that Claudius did not receive the name Germanicus 
ie weer Omnicom 4 eles sin ratrect contlict 
with Dio's assertion (55. 2. 3, see Groag, above 


Deel Pethate ine oe b,c. Drusus received the title 
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or honorific cognomen Germanicus along with his 


SOnsPemtcta Tavenagoay. This conflict, attributed 
to our ancient sources rather than to the defici- 
encies of modern scholarship, led Momigliano to 
dismiss summarily Dio's statement as a confusion 
of the facts. Momigliano then proceed in what is 
itself a confused note to reject, more or less 

out of hand, the interpretation introduced by 
Groag (see above p.45). ae Groag's suggestion, 
ihelaCcupmlent@ sSomerecredencentonDloms5 2. 3 but; 
unfortunately, was supported by little detailed 
aLqumcntmeaMomiglianegacceptedethe relevanceso£ 
Die a0nma4 sandapnererreditomsee fin? Claudtus* 
change in nomenclature "one of those deliberate 
returns to archaistic custom that were so frequent 


in the Augustan period." OM 


Momigliano did not 
elaborate further. 

In all this, however, it must be kept 
EGOnscanehy ainemindetiatethe contlict tin ‘our 
ancient sources stems from an acceptance of 
Mommsen's interpretation of the sentence "Claudius 


wioecermanlcl ycognomensassumpsuu. "| ‘The contlict 


has merely been attributed to our ancient sources, 
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Suetonius and Dio, and may under careful examination 
be found to be imaginary. 

It is possible, in fact, to re-vitalize Groag's 
Suggestion that Dio was substantially correct and 
that in A.D. 4 Claudius received only the familial 
cognomen Nero. The cognomen which Germanicus 
probably possessed at the time of his transfer 
into the Julian household as the adoptive son of 
Tiberius was Nero. Thus, when Suetonius wrote 
that Claudius "Germanici cognomen assumpsit," the 
biographer may well have meant that Claudius 
assumed not the honorific cognomen Germanicus but 
Germanicus’ familial name Nero. (It is noteworthy 
that Suetonius did not “write "cognomina"” but 
"cognomen.") 

There is only one significant objection 
agalaAsu this SugdestLlon—-—-apare, that is) strom citing 
Ghatepaesage Of edublous ere levance; Dio lrg. 44% 

In the preceding chapter of his biography of 

Glaudius (Claud lel. -3)). Suetonius employed the 
same phrase "Germanici cognomen" in a context 
which can only yield the meaning "the cognomen 


Germanicus." ee Against this objection, however, 


48 
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it may be stated that Suetonius, in such phrases 

as Claud. 1. 3, often made use of the Genitival 
Case, where other Latin authors would more 
probably have employed the Accusative or the 

Dative Case. oe Thus, it is possible that, because 
of Suetonius' grammatical idiosyncrasy, a 

confusion has here arisen as to the correct 
interpretation of the sentence "Claudius ... 
Germanici cognomen assumpsit." There is, moreover, 
evidence to support this conjecture. 

In an earlier biography Suetonius has given 
DSO eoOnewmosele Cicer aeGrapiicet  lustratlon. Ore born 
usages under discussion here. Suetonius stated 
Tago sebiog raphy sor cehesemperorgAugustus (Aug <5 7. 
2) that Octavian "postea Gai Caesaris et deinde 
AUGUSELECOGnOMmen assumpslt.  elh other words, 
Octavian first took up the familial cognomen of 
his adoptive father Gaius Caesar and then, at a 
later date, assumed the honorific title Augustus. 
The cognomen Caesar, of course, was not at this 
time prior to the establishment of the Principate-- 
or, indeed, until the accession of Claudius--an 


honorific title or necessary element in a quasi- 
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imperial nomenclature. The name Caesar was 
assumed by Octavian precisely because it was 
his family name. oe 
BLO onamtmarlOusOr Aug samc, tiiererore, 
we may see that the correct interpretation of 
Claud. 1. 3 is not necessarily relevant toa 
correct understanding of the sentence under 
discussionmhiere., Claud ace, | emineClaudt™2ut | 
Suetonius, far from referring to the honorific 
cognomen Germanicus, may have meant merely that 
at the time of the adoptions in A.D. 4 Claudius 
assumed the familial name Nero. It iS important 
to remember here that the biographer--like most 
modern historians--regularly made use of Claudius' 
elder brother's popular name Germanicus. ale 
Furthermore, there is nothing in the overall 
construction of the sentence, "fratre adoptato 
 weucermanicr cognomenlassumpsit;, | that tells 
against this proposition.» Suetonius may ecertainly 
have constructed his sentence in order to lay a 
particular emphasis on the occasion which influenced 


Claudius' change in nomenclature. A sentence 


in which the subject of an Ablative Absolute 
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al 


SFocurcmisenotpaegqrammaticalsoddity.. inuasuch 
sentences the Ablative Absolute puts into sharp 
relief the action reported in the Ablative 
Absolute. ot 
How Claudius received his nomenclature 
Maye ctherefores besseconstructed in the sfollowing 
way: Claudius was originally named Tiberius 
Gravis VomUriisiS melo ebCu mon the: death. oftheir 
father, both he and his elder brother received the 
honorific cognomen Germanicus--Dio 55. 2. 3 far 
Eromepect nce contradicted bynGlaud.42, dass? actually 
SuppoOm Cds DyeGr ald er ne oee SCNnatuSan® .-decrevity... 
Germanici cognomen ipsi posterisque eius." [In 
A.D. 4 Claudius' elder brother and his uncle 
entered the Julian house, leaving that ancient 
Droanche OL sth emClaudanicamisly,,, the Claudius 
Nerones, without any member bearing its accustomed 
Sognoliecnes [ta wast ineordenetovayoldsuchsan 
occurrence that Claudius discarded the name 
Drusus and assumed the cognomen Nero. 
In addition, there may have been another 
motive for the change in nomenclature at this 


time. Claudius, like his father, may have wished 
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to emphasize the close links between himself and 
the members of his immediate family and the more 
favored members of the Claudian gens. At any 
rate, by A.D. 4, there could have been no doubt 
in the minds of the Roman public that the name 
Nero was to be associated with the rising stars 


in the Augustan firmament. 22 


The first two chapters of Suetonius' life 
of the emperor Claudius offer us two examples of 
changes in nomenclature that are not associated 
with accession to imperial power. In both these 
instances, should the interpretations advanced 
here be accepted,we may see a variety of motives 
at work. Of these motives perhaps the most 
influential were the desire to lay emphasis on 
family ties by the maintenance of the family 
name and the desire to assert publicly a close 


affiliation to those persons, who, at the time 


of change in nomenclature, had achieved a certain 


distinction in the service of the Augustan regime 


or who had become part of the ruling élite. 


ae 


CHAPTER 4 


Tacitus and the Praetorian Elections 


ODeA soe 4 


In recent years a’ number of scholars have 
concerned themselves with the problem of 
"nominatio" in the elections of the early empire 
and, in particular with Tacitus' well known 
statement that Tiberius, on his accession in 

A.D. 14, "candidatos praeturae duodecim nominavit, 


numerum ab Augusto traditum; et hortante senatu 


VoEAUgeLeU wecuLee urandOnObsStrinxiltisesnon 


EXCeSSUriuim. =) GANT ee lesa] 47,— Gite ! By an examination 


of the way in which the verb "nominare" has been 
used elsewhere in the works of Tacitus and Pliny 
in contexts concerned with electoral procedure, 
such scholars have shown convincingly that the 
reigning emperor did not possess during the early 
principate a legally defined power of "nominatio" 
with respect to the consular or praetorian 
elections at Rome. Z It has been demonstrated 


also thabetnewuce sor sthes verb =nominare ni this 
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passage of Tacitus' Annals does not imply a 

formal procedure by which Tiberius accepted and 

approved the "professiones" of aspiring candidates. : 
Ingaddi tion touche ~above ,~very strong argu 

ments have been made in support of the belief that 

the opening sentence of the next Tacitean chapter 

(Sone) ee Cue n mMUmMEe «CamMpOscOmitia ad 


patres translata sunt," belongs to the same chrono- 
logvcal@eontexteac Ann ly 14.6 and that’ it) too 
Lorem COmLNeCmeLeCLLONSOL OLactOrs «Lor A.D. 15.4 
According to Levick, “there can be no doubt that 
these elections took place under the new dispens- 

a COM. : Moreover, the view that Tacitus' state- 
ment later in this same chapter, "moderante Tiberio, 
ne plures quam quattuor candidatos commendaret 


Sine repulsa et ambitu designandos," refers to 
the praetorian elections of A.D. 14 has gained 
wide credence. 

NOW ae Um ClomLn Le GDre ma uLOneOL An. ls lal 6), 
there are two broad categories into which the 
OpInLOnssOlemoOstmrecent, scholars may, be) fitted. dl 


Firstly, there are those scholars who believe 


that the "numerum ab Augusto traditum" refers 
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to a list of future praetors that was drawn up 

by Augustus before his death and retained in its 
entirety by Tiberius, with or without the consent 
of the Senate. Secondly, there are those 
historians who would see Tiberius acting in 
collaboration with the Senate in the selection 

of candidates who were then elected by the Senate. 
In this latter case the number of candidates 

who were selected equalled the number of praetor- 
ships available - or Tiberius merely read out 

the names of the twelve candidates (including the 
"candidati Caesaris") who had received the great- 
est number of votes in the Senate, with the result 
that the Senate urged Tiberius ("et hortante 
senatu") to read out more names and by doing so 
increase the number of praetorships for A.D. 15. me 
Within these two broad groups there appears to 

be an almost endless possibility for variation. 
Nevertheless, both are in agreement with respect 
to one aspect of the praetorian elections in A.D. 
14: it is accepted that the normal electoral 
machinery of the Lex Valeria Cornelia of A.D.°-5 


virtually had ceased to function effectively. at 
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In addition, there is a third and much smaller group 
Greschotarc whombeliever that thel terms) or the Lex 
Valeria Cornelia, as they have been elucidated by 
the Tabula Hebana (a "rogatio" in honor of Germanicus 
found at Magliano in 1947 wane continued to be 
observed during the earlier years of Tiberius' 
reign. 16 These scholars believe, therefore, that 
Tacitus was either confused or mistaken in his 
Stacemen tae: CUM LMUM tees lcrea, oe 
fieiseciesmayocecontentvon of this. chapter that 
a belief in the continued use of the electoral 
procedure outlined in the Tabula Hebana, and 
palsviculacly Orem destinatl oO. Lor the whagher magist— 
racies, is not incompatible with Tacitus' assertion 
eConcerningethemtranstern oLeeheyecomitia!) Vercampo 
HeemadmpaceeSueatethnes beginning Of Tiberius rute. 
An attempt will be made to show that the judicial 
decuries of senators and equites established by the 
Lex Valeria Cornelia of A.D. 5 continued to perform 
theireallotLcdgfuuctionsor ydestinations sin and 
aCCOken DD milo, manda pid GC lnereadlity sy laGi tus sin 
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when the remaining centuries of the "comitia 


Sentupuataswecactetunetrevotes,, ratifying ox; 


rejecting the candidates selected by the "destination" 


centuries. 


Firstly, in any consideration of the praetorian 
SlectionsHOnL AyD a4, a; number Of historical factors 
must be taken into account. These are factors that 
seem to have received only scant attention from 
scholars interested primarily in the problems of 
BhOM. Nel © uae: 
eee cam cenouevidences(pacesLevyick) that 
Augustus was expected to die in August A.D. 14. 
iiemeactelidtm LochiusmiadetO be recalled to vitaly 
clearly implies the contrary. aS 
(2) The consular elections had been completed and 
the praetorian elections were already under way 
when Augustus died. me 
ec UsmmaCCOUN La Alinenlcmeia to) Lerers GO «the 
same meeting of the Senate (presumably 17 
September i) at which Tiberius accepted the 
Fespons Ulli ties Ole tie DEincipace. | Until that 


meeting, according to our ancient sources, Tiberius' 


position with respect to the principate remained 
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uncertain. Even at the start of the meeting no 
senator knew for sure whether or not Tiberius 
would become "princeps" : "quo usque patieris, 
Caesar, non adesse, Caput rer publicae ?"* (Ann.” 1. 
iia Sauer 
TOmcakew tice last pOlnt Linsu: | tnose 
scholars who would see Tiberius arranging the 
Dpeaccerian elections Of A.De 14> in concert with 
the Senarce or, perhaps, with the “consilium 
principis," and thereby reducing to a mere formality 
the "destination" process of the Lex Valeria 
Cornelia, are obliged to explain the fact that 
no senator appears to have known what position 
Tiberius would adopt concerning the principate. 
In fact, if we accept Tiberius' evident reluctance 
as genuine and that his intentions were unclear 
prior to the meeting on 17 September, we are 
surely compelled to conclude that the Senate 
WaS NOL privy to any “prior consultation with 
Tiberius on such weighty matters as the elections 
TOL tNe pracctorship Of A.D. “I5“and the transter 


One ene wm COMPUMA. see CaMmpOm. s. aC DatLes. - ee 


The Tacitean statement "et hortante senatu ..., 
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eleoariVeconfirms shui Sslack,of prior, consultation 
Or Col vaAvOratr On whether, or. nor! 1 te refers, to, the 
"numerum ab Augusto traditum" in the sense of the 
number of praetorships available for A.D. 15 or 

pop eheysensc ot, nomina ab Augusto) tradita) as 
Lacey has suggested. ao Also, this consideration 
excludes the possibility that the opening sentence 
OfpAnnas law loereterseto aetaime, between, the death 
of Augustus on 19 August and the meeting of the 
Senate on 17 September. 

Furthermore, the process of electing the 
praetors for A.D. 15 was already under way when 
Augustus died, and we know that at least Velleius 
Paterculus and his brother had gained the approval 


21 Velleius has also 


of the aging emperor. 
informed us that there was an "ordinatio comitiorum, 
quam manu sua scriptam divus Augustus reliquerat." 
Now, whatever this statement really means eM, we 
have to consider the possibility of Tiberius 
radically altering the arrangements made by his 
adoptive father. I believe that such a possibility 


24 


is remote. Not only may we see Tiberius strongly 


refusing to alter the "numerum ab Augusto traditum," 


ne 
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but we also have the explicit statement of Velleius, 
an actual participant in these elections, that 
Augustus' “ordinatio comitiorum" was the "primum 
principalium eius [Tiberius] operum." a Surely 
Velleius' evidence here is at least as reliable 
asmcoaeronelacl tus |! 

We must now consider what the "“ordinatio 
comitiorum" refers to. As I have already observed 
(above [1]), there is no evidence to indicate 
that Augustus was expected to die in August, A.D. 14. 
There is, then, no reason to agree with Levick's 
Suggestion that Augustus "Sensing that his end was 
near and wishing to make the first few months of 
Tiberius' reign as trouble free as he could, may 
have disappointed more men than usual when he drew 
ei OMert Semin tn ze Levick appears convinced that 
Augustus drew up a list of twelve candidates for 
thewrwelvye: practorships Of ATD2~ LS "and “that 
Tiberius retained this list which he read out in 
the Senate allowing no change to be made to it: 


Mire Cues Vere enOeLeaby 1.en concested, etectron 
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took place in the Senate or anywhere else, for 
what Tiberius read out there was a list of twelve 
candidates for twelve places, and when he refused 
to add to it it was passed on as it was to the 


SOomLtia —centuriata for ratification. " 2d 


Nevertheless, if we assume that Augustus had no 


premonition of his imminent death--and that is 
what the evidence seems to imply--we have no valid 
grounds for supposing that the arrangements he 
made for the praetorian elections of A.D. 14 
differed widely from his established practice. ae 
Of course, in A.D. 14--as in A.D. 7--Augustus, 
for some reason unknown to us, may have felt 
obliged to tappoint”™ all the magistrates. me Also, 
Dioumakeomit quite: clear cOmus= that, from A.D. .8, 
Augustus posted a list of favored candidates. a 
Pie rem senoOvev dence; mnowever, that the “ordinatio 
eomiuiorum. ~referred to by Velleius (2. 124. 3) 
contained a list of twelve names for the twelve 


a In any case, when such 


Dractorsiipssot A. De LS. 
BABVOLUUMeit mOCCULLCO ,wasuineA.D. ./, it 1s Still 
probable that the formalities prescribed in the 


Lex Valeria Cornelia were observed. 
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Despite all this, however, it may be possible 
ChAteCheowsOLgdinactOrCOMLtCLOrumM. Of Augustus did 
contain the names of some favoured "candidati 
Caesaris." It is more probable that the number 
twelve “numerum ab Augusto traditum" figured in 
these arrangements. Nevertheless, since we know 
that the process of electing men for the praetor- 
Ships of A.D. 15 had already started before 
Augustus* death and that Augustus died at Nola, it 
is apparent that the electoral process was 
continuing during Augustus! absence. In that 
Gase, iteis certainly possible=that the "ordinatio 
comitiorum" was nothing more than a set of written 
instructions to the magistrates at Rome who were 
presiding over these elections. we 

At this point the testimony of Velleius 
Paterculus may be seen to assume an even greater 
Significance--1if only because he was a successful 
Cana LudceutlmiieselecteLonssol A.D. 14.) 1t has been 
Suggested already that there is little 
reason to suspect that Tiberius disturbed the 
arrangements made by his adoptive father. More- 


over, in my Opinion, there is no prima facie case 
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FOrPosouming toa, tls, Ordinatio comitrorum 
was vastly different from the arrangements of 
previous years following the promulgation of 
CheelLexeVvalLemiawecCOnnielta an A.D. 5. In his 
perceptive article in 1963, Lacey arqued 
convincingly against Syme's view that the 
provisions of this law were suspended in A.D. 
14, 33 Also, Lacey pointed out that the Tabula 
Hebana casts into doubt the usual translation of 
Velleius' statement "proxime a nobilissimis ac 
SaceLogta bt DuSsavlns Gestinari §(2, 124.4)". 
Lacey suggested that “proxime a" should not mean 
erat OC met mane Xt rT Ts. ss | oe THUS; ateer 
Velleius and his brother had gained the approval 
Of chesaging “princeps (as “Candidati Caesaris”), 
they were "destined" by men of a most noble and 
priestly rank; "a pompous periphrasis for the 


35 iieadd.evon 


assembly described in tab. heb." 
to thissargument, we.know that the terms ofthe 
Lex Valeria Cornelia were still in existence in 
ALUM ene ee. owen, "One che OCcCastons Of the 


deaths of Germanicus and the younger Drusus, a 
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senators and equites were created in honor of 
the deceased. po Furthermore, it must be noted 
that the very terminology of the relevant passage 
of the Tabula Hebana confirms the continued 
existence of the "destination" centuries of Gaius 
and Lucius Caesar under the terms of the Lex Valeria 
Copnellayores.D. 5: @( THs) Ylutiqweadyx] »/Pcentur. 
Caesarum quae de cos. pr. destinandis suffragium 
berressolentsadiciantur V centurfiae ...." Sul 
ACGCCOLGInG co. Clarke ss. thesverbysolent, -by its 
meaning and tense must imply the uninterrupted 
existence of the destinatio centuries of G. and L. 
Caesar; it cannot allow the theory that these 
centuries, suspended now for five years [that is, 
from A.D. 14 to A.D. 19], have just been revived 
for the provision of funeral honours for Germanicus 
ii Alp Sto tem? 
There is, then, apart from our present under- 
SeandangectelactruswAnny is el>. 917, no "evidence 
whatsoever to support the proposition that in A.D. 
14 the "destination" centuries of senators and 


equites ceased to perform their allotted function. 


Indeed, not only is it highly probable that the 


4m yopom ah ts a btaicies bee 220 
7 x par ey rs ; 

hecon 2d saa ok S noe feor ee 
Spehess +rBusl at: ofiea 30: fe sa oft tant = ened =_ 


fenni2nes ads iri 3509 ie pacer ist 


yh): 30° 2915 e4nso of soigeaines a B 3s 
aizele’ x93 st? 50. ot a7 <sbrer se5ias wate 8 7 
sobre. Eh bs ipesas" (ERE 58 ak Xp khsae a 
aah aipandidant. Jorg! dads Sse matenee 
ae sazisgones : rd munca 

ati yd), Smeg ‘daev. ora" tral” ay pnthaowt ii 

fe tqh es Sadi, gH Plonit. 12nm seaee bos pyeaie 

‘J fine ' <o 3e eles o Beas aah sn? 29 onaasenne 
agate seat wtosits: =e éiolté Sonnes: ar cepeRed - 

ef serial Stacy avit sbawon peseedawe see ranes 7 
bevives) asad) 78> sven, Tet hoe fi erent ae 


ayothem ix) wo? /Esuenet | Laienvt io “<—e 


7 ~ : 


a 


53 7 


abies sidaeag Typ wot S1eas. fetta 


epjebe ts OM SRE “knoe — 
pekane eE ahS ag 


iits, aibiteaisa pth 
| ; oe. - . ae a ’ 
SERV 


ie : 
vie ale 
eae 


apt Cer s * 
As te: J y 


ne eT 96 


65 


judicial decuries of the "centuriae Caesarum" 
performed their task of "destination" in A.D. 14 
(as in the case of Velleius Paterculus and his 
brother), it is also most likely--given Tacitus' 
mecord of the moderation shown by Tiberius, ‘ne 
plures quam quattuor candidatos commendaret ..." 
(Cnr ee a Lue va COncCinued. LO runceion 
effectively as a pre-selective body during 


PI pet iis. ecoton. ee 


Inasmuch as the judicial decuries of the 
"centuriae Caesarum" continued at least until 
eee OmCamnyaOurmtIGLT eeunctei1ons, (de. consulibus 
praetoribusque destinandis," we are presented with 
two options: either we accept the suggestions of 
those scholars who believe that Tacitus has erred 
in his statement that at the time of Tiberius' 
accession the "comitia" were transferred "e campo 
-.- ad patres" or we must find a new interpretation 
LOL che eae tray I have observed already that 
there are few grounds for supposing that the 


arrangements for the praetorian elections in 


A.D. 14 differed markedly from those of previous 
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years. As the provisions of the Lex Valeria 


Gormeiiathadtbeenvin®ekfect fromesAsD.Y¥5321tCLs 


quite unlikely that Tacitus, as Tibiletti has 
suggested, would have considered the process of 
"destination" to be a remarkable innovation in 
electoral procedure at Rome. Furthermore, I 
Canno taaccepueelibiletti 's proposition that tthe 
"patres" to whom Tacitus refers are to be 
identified with the judicial decuries of the 
"centuriae Caesarum" which were composed of both 
senators and equites. ee The opening sentence 


GpeAnnalsal. E57einimy Opinion ygcantonly be 


reconciled with the continued existence of the 
"destination" centuries if it can be shown that 
it refers to a stage in the electoral procedure 
after "destination" of suitable candidates had been 
effected. 
At this stage in the electoral process it 
is generally agreed that the names of the pre- 
selected candidates were read out before the 
remaining centuries of the "comitia centuriata." oe 


If these candidates were unopposed then the selection 


made by the "centuriae Caesarum" was formally 
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etat eq ayo | 
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ratified and the candidates were assured of 
Nelaing=Ootoice, s oust as insthe last years of 

the Roman republic when the remaining centuries 

Of the “comitia centuriata” were apt to follow 

the lead of the "centuriae praerogativae," so, in the 
tne years following A.D. 5, the selection of 
candidates made by the "destination" centuries 

was usually accepted. im Nevertheless, until 
A.D. 14 at least, the remaining centuries still 
possessed the theoretical right of refusing the 
selection made by the judicial centuries. In my 
Opinion, 1c 1S exactly this stage in=the electoral 
procedure to which Tacitus refers in Annals 1. 15. 
In A.D. 14, and probably in subsequent years 

of Tiberius' reign, candidates were "destined" in 
the normal way by the "centuriae Caesarum." 

The practice, however, of reading out the names 

of these candidates before the remaining centuries 
UomcHemmCOMLELamGenEULIauvay, *tOlL 1Ormal, ratirilcation 
was abandoned in favor of a similar process in the 
Senate. Thus, Tiberius "candidatos praeturae 
nominavit" in the Senate after the candidates had 


been destined according to the provisions of the 
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Lex Valeria Cornelia. 

The virtues of such a suggestion are obvious. 
Even if, as some suppose, the "destination" 
centuries had ceased to function effectively in 
A.D. 14, we mustY¥still accept the fact that the 


due form of pre-selection was carried out. How else 


may we explain the establishment of such "destination" 


centuries of senators and equites to honor the 
memory of Germanicus in A.D. 19 and of Drusus in 
PNA Dh PRS Or: 

This suggestion, I believe, receives some 
Support from Tacitus’ statements in Ann. 1. 15. 
VOrpscaldi dates, Lookingsto high office, it ywas not 
their "destination" or "pre-selection" that marked 
their success but that subsequent stage in the 
electoral process when the remaining centuries of 
the centuriate assembly cast their votes ratifying 
the decision of the prerogative body. ths al 
Tacitus* account, there, is an obvious contrast 
between the "campus" and the "patres". In my 
Opinion, the word "campus" in this phrase may only 
refer to the centuriate assembly gathered together 


in the Campus Martius for the purpose of electing 
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the senior magistrates. a Thishecmewrigne to 
approve the selection made by the "destination" 
centuries was removed from the people--"neque 
populus ademptum ius questus est nisi inani 
euMorews is" a3 

There is, however, only slight support from 
contemporary evidence for the suggestion made 
here--though, it must be stated, no less weighty 
than that which is adduced in support of the 
Cheermlessomiother scholars. Firstly ,cuntil 
A.D. 14, after candidates had been selected by 
the destination centuries, they still had to 
present themselves before the assembled "comitia 
centuriata." The centuriate assembly--in theory 
Daetoc eis laciL con Nadmtenemr Gity.tO, Gastawvores 
dita vom Or asOreine Opposition (to, these, destined" 
candidates. Undoubtedly, it was for this purpose 
that Augustus renovated the Saepta (the voting 
enclosures) in the Campus Martius. at At some 


point in Tiberius' reign, however, these marble 


enclosures were turned over to house displays 


Ore Wikld Farina sweeties clear, thererore pathat 


Gann ; en 


or ‘ ec 
| ae Sight ena 
- » 7 
W's < ak* ged. Soa aT } : | 
a 4d: s6al¥ M022 554-45 od us 
7 } a 
r 7 
> ae | attF =e ¥ e- 4 : 
eytiee + mort belvonct 26 accu 


the function of the Saepta had changed. Had the 
remaining centuries of the "comitia centuriata" 
Still possessed the right to vote as an assembly 
in the annual elections of the higher magistrates, 
it is unlikely that the purpose of the Saepta 


would have been altered so drastically. re 


(igs 
should be noted here that there is no evidence 
of the "comitia centuriata" exercising any 
(MarCraeeruncCLOl ai tie Canous Martaus sdur ing 
the principate and very little evidence for the 
enactment of legislation by the assembly after the 
reign of Augustus. 385 

Secondly, there is the evidence of the well 
Known inscription ILS 944: °"..... VLaCuLomeet s ol 
ie L we moa. | DLO OG. 1np. Clacsaris 
Augusti [i]ter. per commendation. Ti. Caesaris 
abewscenacu, cos. Oest.).pacLono.- a0 This meters oisien 
has been cited by many scholars concerned with the 
problems of electoral procedure at Rome during 


Tiberius' reign. ar Here, it 1s alleged, we are 


presented with an individual (name unknown 2a) 


who had been "destined" by the Senate after it had 
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assumed the functions of the "destination" 
centuries, the "centuriae Caesarum." oe 
A candidate, however, according to all our 
modern authorities, was not formally elected to 
office by a prerogative body (whether the 
"centuriae Caesarum" or the Senate) but by the 
assembled. “comitia centuriata.” Dh Thus, if we 
accept the standard view, it is at once apparent 
that we are confronted here with a most unusual 
inscription: one that recorded not the unknown 
NidleseelLeCeLonetoporeicesbut thus Success vatran 
Saige nes vaAge@ineL iC ecleCtOralBDGOCESS , Blinc sallis 
"destination." There is, however, no parallel 
fOLean siNSCLripeLOn Obsths type rurthermone, 
the current interpretation of the statement 
"ab senatu cos. dest." is wholly incompatible with 
the suggestion made in this chapter that the 
"Centuriae Caesarum" continued to exercise their 
function as a prerogative body during Tiberius' 
reign. a 
There is, on the other hand, a second possible 


interpretation that may be applied to ILS 944 which, 


because it does not admit the element of anticipation 
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of the election results that is inherent in the 
standard view, is surely more convincing. In 

the works of Livy, Pliny the Younger, and Suetonius 
the term “destination" or its cognates is used, 

on occasion, in place of the more normal term for 
HeCOVSI Cle CEOs DULENOe sVet animes year Of Office, 
i.e. "designation." a Moreover, this use of the 
term "destinatus," though not common, is quite 
well known and, in fact, appears in another 

Pisem ELON MGAted alOmtne stirste Century atter 
CirtSC ioe lava J32 Domitian 1s described’ as 
"consul destinatus II." The meaning is plainly 
that, in A.D. 72, Domitian became consul designate. 
DOMLetan, in Lact, served aSeconsul’ insA Dias. 

Pies tenis Cestinatus, in CI VI°932° is synonymous 


with the term "designatus." ah I suggest, therefore, 


that the statement in ILS 944, "ab senatu cos. dest.," 


is not unique and that it does not anticipate the 
Comte seO ted mee LoCllGl entGlety 8 lhe, Clive 19 32, 
the inscription records the actual election of 
a man to the consulate. 

Loatimsestiqgestion 2S accepted, Lt becomes 


elear that the actual election=-of the unknown man 
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thaer is recorded in ITlS 944 did not occur, as the 
Festi sot VOrIIC tne eCampus Martins by. the 
assembled "comitia centuriata." Furthermore, if 

it is accepted also that the "centuriae Caesarum" 
continued to function as a prerogative body 

BubInoge Der Uogmrer On alter Ss apoarent=—on che 
Desi se oO Gg he proposed minterpretation of lS 944—- 
that the remaining centuries of the centuriate 
assembly lost even the theoretical right of 
ratifying or rejecting the selection of candidates 
made by the prerogative body and, as a result, 

[OS Pome Lt Ome age ine lective comitia . a 
tie ed ep ocivs rigite was transterred to ‘the 
senate--hence the record of ILS 944, "ab senatu 
Cos deste. ——aieaction that elicited from Tacitus 
his famous and now intelligible comment, “tum 
primum e campo comitia ad patres translata sunt." 
All that remained after the election had been 
completed in the Senate was the formal declaration 
("renuntiatio") that certain individuals had been 


59 
elected to the higher offices of state. 


To sum up: The "centuriae Caesarum" that 
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were eStablished by the Lex Valeria Cornelia 
tneA. De Oe ana augmented in? A.D. 19 and AsD. 23 
Contmnueds to sunceion in the, years after: Tiberius’ 
elevation to the principate in their capacity 

aS a prerogative body responsible for the 
"destination" of candidates for the consulate and 
praetorship. From A.D. 14, however, the names 

of the "destined" candidates were no longer 
submitted to an assembled "comitia centuriata" 
for ratification by the people. Instead, the 
formal ratification of the decisions made by the 
"destination" centuries, and thus the formal 


election itself, was carried in the Senate. 


idee tieil? ae aoe sts ct dott: i _ 
ant; 208 sacemaeios "yand dion © 
bak Sigtbesss etd Sov aadebaeass, te caaae 7 


pause 282 seveied Ni .4A meee Sqitexoseu3g = 
~stnel on eveu Caste i bans “fedizeab" aa 
“S2RS TUE PED BS Beeps ‘ beldneszs ab. a9 eons 
and (beaten? Lsidons ‘eriz vat) nniseor ies S08 
sd rid ShEQ BROLcioay sud t¢ otis ee 
ne® of anda Eos (aati “nokeEeat 


“Sesase ots’ ni Beluves ean Sgeees evlitce a! 


CHAPTER 5 


Tie Cconsprracy Stop A SD esd 


Suetonius' mention in his biography of the emperor 
Claudius of a "Lepidi et Gaetulici coniuratio" 
(Claud. 9. 1) is of some importance to those 
historians who would gain a deeper understanding 
of Gaius brief but mercurial reign. Within the 
last hundred years most scholars have accepted the 
Veracity Of Suetonius “report and, more Significantly, 
havewadhered to ethe notion that the "'coniuratio” 
was formed prior to Gaius’ excursion to Germany in 
September A.D 39, which, according to the communis 
Opinio -=1e precipitated’ 1 Most scholars, therefore, 
have focused their attention not so much on the 
reality of the plot as on the motives which may be 
attributed to the alleged conspirators. ° 

Mi this Chaptem, however, 1 hope to show that 
evidence fom such as "conspiracy' is' almost entirely 
Tacwingangethiauypeilecact, there 15 no Support an 


our ancient sources for the belief that a "Lepidi 
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et Gaetulici coniuratio" was formed prior to Gaius' 
arrival in Germany. Furthermore, I will attempt 

to explain how the sources admit other interpret- 
SclOnceomernewatrainm. | Firstly, that Gaetulicus 

and Lepidus may well have been executed for reasons 
Cone taciaimetiat OLecOnmD Prorty=inmra ploceagainst 

the emperor. Secondly, that Gaius, having executed 
these two men, invented the "conspiracy" in order 
to excuse his actions before the Senate at Rome. 

Of course, given the very slight nature of the 
evidence, it is highly likely that such suggestions 
IMay never be capable of clear and lasting proof-- 
Gaetulicus and Lepidus may well have formed a 
Colepieacysagainst Galuseonce Nerirad farrived sin 
Germany and after they had learnt of the emperor's 
intentions to remove them. Nevertheless, I hope 

to show that there are reasonable grounds for 
doubting the existence of the "Lepidi et Gaetulici 
coniuratio" in the usual sense of a long standing 
plot against the emperor, which failed because of 


Gaius' timely advance into Germany. 
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The chief "conspirators" and their suppression-- 


the accepted version 


Before embarking upon a detailed review of the 
ancient evidence for the "conspiracy" it is 
probably worthwhile to set out here the beliefs 
that most scholars hold concerning 
thesidenti fication som the major participants jand 
the steps taken by Gaius in their suppression. 
The motives, on the other hand, that are attributed 
to the supposed conspirators will not be examined 
in detail. The mere revelation that the chief 
characters in the alleged plot harbored feelings 
of resentment, of greed ("Spes dominationis"), or 
of insecurity does not*justify one in asserting 
that there was in reality a plot against the 
emperor. 

First and foremost in the alleged plot against 
Gaius was M. Aemilius Lepidus. Not only had this 
man been allowed to hold the consulate five years 


BELOr tO sthe legal, minimum age, jhe whad also been 
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permitted to marry the emperor's favorite sister 
Drusilla and, after this lady's death, had 
continued to maintain very close ties to the 
imperial household. 3 According to one source, 
when Gaius succumbed to an almost fatal illness 

at the very beginning of his reign, Lepidus was 
appointed as his successor. 4 Closely associated 
with Lepidus in the alleged plot by the most 
intimate of ties were also Gaius' two surviving 
Sisters Agrippina and Iulia Livilla--though it 

is the opinion of at least one modern scholar 

that Agrippina was more culpable than her younger 
sister. 2 The other Maj OL pakticipant inthe 
"Conspiracy" was Cn. Cornelius Lentulus Gaetulicus, 
the legate of Upper Germany since A.D. 29-30, and 
in effective control of four legions protecting 
the Rhenish frontier. . Perhaps also associated . 
with Gaetulicus were his father-in-law, L. Apronius, 
legate of Lower Germany, and C. Calvisius Sabinus, 
the legate of Pannonia and possibly one of 


7 In addition to these 


Gaetulicus' brothers-in-law. 
COnspirators farweis commonly hela ythat *the»consutl's 


dismissed early in September A.D. 39, and whose 
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names are unknown, were also privy to the plot. ‘ 


Now, in order to suppress the "conspiracy" 
Gaius is said to have taken several measures. 
Firtly, he recalled Sabinus to stand trial on an 
unspecified charge. z Secondly, he dismissed the 
suffecti at the very beginning of September on a 
trivial pretext. a0 Thirdly, having already 
initiated a vigorous recruiting campaign, Gaius 
journeyed north to Germany in September, making 
a devious and rapid advance and accompanied by, 
among others, Lepidus, Agrippina, and Iulia 

inal 


Eivilla. Tesisecommonly supposed that), these 


three "conspirators" were obliged to accompany 


Gaius in order to prevent them from causing trouble 


at Rome during Gaius' absence. ae OL) course@eit 


is acknowledged by many modern authorities that 

the military preparations undertaken by Gaius in 

late summer A.D. 39 may have not been directed 

merely against Gaetulicus; nevertheless, most 

scholars hold the opinion that Gaius' excursion 

to Germany was precipitated by his foreknowledge 
ie: 


Oye telaler qe) Wone clepsabalche impnanie Thus, it is asserted, 


the rapid march north was designed to surprise 
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Gaetulicus at Mainz before that legate could 
muster troops to oppose the emperor. res Once 
Gaius had arrived in Germany he had Gaetulicus and, 
very probably oe Lepidus executed and then sent 
into exile in the Pontian Islands Agrippina and 
Oe ey tebe =o Agrippina he sentenced to 
proceed to Rome carrying the ashes of Lepidus, 
perhaps in a parody of the journey made by her 
mother after the death of Germanicus. a In 
addition to these actions, Gaius sent news of the 
detection of the "conspiracy" to Rome, along with 
three daggers to be deposited in the temple of 
MacSeU com. ae Pema lucOminstoue led stiateeTe 
household effects of the imperial sisters be 
despatched to his winter residence at Lyon, where 


he ordered that they be put up for auction. “2 
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The sources 
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(Cisud ere en seuinique. Tt represents the only 
ancient authority for a conspiracy in which both 
Lepidus and Gaetulicus took part. In the same 
author's biography of the emperor Gaius--written 
perhaps about the same time as that of Claudius am 
—-Chenevessmabsolucely, nosmentionsof suchtatplot in 
which these persons were the major participants. 
Gaetulicus, rather, appears merely as the author 
of a flattering versicle on Gaius' place of birth 
gine while Lepidus appears primarily as the debaucher 
of Gaius' surviving sisters, guilty also of 
unspecified "insidiarum adversus se [Gaius]." oe 
In Suetonius' biography of Vespasian (Vesp. 2. 3) 
the conspirators are not mentioned by name. All 
that is stated is Vespasian's desire to increase 

the odium of their punishment by proposing that 

the conspirators' bodies be thrown out unburied. 
There is, however, no evidence that Gaetulicus' 
remains were transported to Rome. Indeed, although 
it may be possible to assume on the basis of the 
PecOricmoOu thet Volmorethireh tory October A.D. 139 
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//letsalvius] Otho flame[n et pro magistro 
collegii] / fratrum [Arvalium nomine....immolavit 
ory eae Gde tie eCuse1oercherrcds lOmii= Vesp. 

2.49 ,ecnere- 1S noPabsolute indication that’ Lepidus 
himself was considered a conspirator by Vespasian. ee 
Lepidus, in fact, appears most notable in 
anbiquity noteroreanyvecomplicityesineagplotLeagainst 

Gatus=-(LOrawhi che ouct. Claud. 9..1llis oureondy 
authority—--but.for his intimate relations with Gaius' 
Sisterss and, perhaps jewith. Gaius himself... The 
ParerentstOrangDi@s( 59% e22.86) statesrthat Lepidus 
was one of Gaius' victims. Dio, however, does 

not give even Gaius' overt reasons for executing 
Lepidus, but rather pointedly describes him as 

"Tov épactnv Tov épduevov" and as an adulterer. 
AGcoudanoec OM LSmhtSe@ lags 09.0220 Obs) eAgrippina 
and Iulia Livilla were exiled precisely because of 
EReitei bliciterclallonshi ip wiltie beprdus..—as.the 
intimate ties forged by Lepidus with Agrippina also 
aDpeAGe Na lac EiSmAnnamG eld. m2, 3: ea lAgrippanea | 
puellaribus annis stuprum cum Lepido spe dominationis 


ec secat weinmlact tie tOpLG ore Lepidusy adultery 


seems to have become something of a commonplace in 
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antiquity. In another work by an even later 
writer--though not necessarily less reliable for 

that Ceason——tiie™ adulterous union of Lepidus with 

the emperor's sisters appears to have been the 
primary cause™ or his execution: Rutilius Namatianus 
Deekeda oUt. Olartuses| bepldus | Caesareo dum vult 
irrepere regno, / Incesti poenam solvit adulterii." es 
Also other, more nearly contemporary sources for 
Lepidus' death do not give the reasons for his 
execution. Seneca (Ep. Mor. 4. 7£.) states merely 
that Gaius ordered Lepidus "Dextro tribuno praebere 


cervicem," while Josephus records only the fact 


25 Therewis’ no Hint an 


that Lepidus was killed. 
either source that Lepidus conspired against the 
emperor. 

Lietewlsecuererore, apart trom Claud. 9.) 1, 
no ancient testimony to support the belief that 
Lepidus was involved in a political conspiracy 
against Gaius. The “insidiae" of which Lepidus 
was accused in Suet. Gaius WAN OTe CeCe aADOVEs Pr. 81) 
may equally well have been connected with his 


adulterous activities--a crime enhanced by the 


eminence of Lepidus' associates and, surely, no 
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less serious than it had been or would be for 
other members of the imperial household. a 
PieenotecOosrenoce  POsscTbDi lity that such a Union 
with Agrippina might well result in male issue 
could have disturbed Gaius greatly--especially 
if, as Meise correctly maintains, Gaius' infant 
daughter Drusilla was born in summer A.D. 39. a 
On the other hand, there is no tangible evidence 

that Lepidus was not involved in a political 
conspiracy or in "insidiae" that existed independent 
of his adulterous activities with the emperor's 
Sisters. Nor should we expect such evidence from 
QurmanolentmsOunces, wit sin stact,, he was not 

involved in such a plot. One argument, however, 

Mave lCmPUuLecOtwara were eo esilentio. |) There us the 
strong possibility that in the records of the 

Arval Brethren cited above (p. 81) Lepidus' name 

did not appear. According to Henzen's reconstruction, 
there is no room for a reference to Lepidus in the 
lacunae of the fragmentary inscription. ce a 
EhniomlLeconstLuctionsissaccepted,, it 1s surely 


possible to believe that Lepidus did not appear in 


this section of the AFA precisely because he was 
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not associated in the "nefaria consilia" attributed 
to Gaetulicus. 

So much, then, for the evidence that Lepidus 
conspired against Gaius in A.D. 39. The evidence 
LoOumcactiticuslitssociatiomminvisuch a conspiracy, 
on the other hand, at first sight appears much 
stronger. Not only do we possess the solitary 
mention in Suetonius Claud. 9.1, we are also 
fortunate to have the contemporary record of the 
Arval Brethren "ob detecta nefaria consilia ..." 
and the knowledge that Sabinus, who may have been 
a brother-in-law to Gaetulicus, was recalled from 
cepa a and subsequently committed suicide (Dio 
Sore heneamerrhneitacte that Sabinuswwas wecal led, 
however, does not yield any evidence for his 
complicity in a plot against the emperor. Sabinus 
may have committed suicide, but there is no 
evidence at all that L. Apronius, legate of Lower 
Germany, was removed in a similar fashion--even 
though we have the explicit testimony of Tacitus 
that Gaetulicus himself was popular even among 
the troops commanded by his father-in-law. ay 


Similarly, another of Gaetulicus' brothers-in-law, 
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L. Apronius Caesianus, was consul for the first 
six months of A.D. 39 and certainly escaped the 
censure of his colleague Gaius, even though he 
Was in a position better than most to further the 
aims of the alleged conspirators. ah Hardly 
evidence of "un véritable complot, ayant des 
ramifications dans les divers groupes sociaux du 


monde impérial, ..." as Faur would have us 

believe. oe 
Rimeadcu,mavabemrGom trem Netrariarconsiiaas 

Gra clieosAr AS nOtsiNconL Lover tiple evidence Lor 

Complicity sinsa plot Se caeculicus chr ete claim 

to peepee in antiquity appears to have been 

his management of the army in Upper Germany and 

his use of that province almost as his private 

reserve. According to Tacitus, in his discussion 

Cee eNSeeyVetes OLA ot (Ann. 6. 20)0  Gaetulicus 

ea tempestate superioris Germaniae legiones 

curabat mirumque amorem adsecutus erat, effusae 

clementiae, modicus severitate et proximo quoque 

exercitui per L. Apronium socerum non ingratus, 

unde fama constans ausum mittere ad Caesarem litteras, 


ote LOSMetiterLamlrety si NUuLLLS Insidiis 


peteretur, mansuram; successorem non aliter 
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quam indicium mortis accepturum. firmarent velut 
foedus, quo princeps ceterarum rerum poteretur, 
ipse provinciam retineret." 

The popularity which Gaetulicus enjoyed 
among his troops in this passage of Tacitus refers, 
of course, to a time while Tiberius was yet alive. 
What, then, was the state of the legate's general- 
ship under Gaius ? Here, because of the unfortunate 
lacuna in Tacitus' work, we are compelled to rely 
on the evidence of Suetonius and Dio. According 
Eons ON (D9 27 eo Galuss Overt, reason for executing 
Gaetulicus was that this legate was too popular 
with his troops after his prolonged tenure of Upper 
Germany. This statement lies in remarkably close 
agreement with the passage of Tacitus cited above. 
Seay ne ouC LOM LUG mdm tLSeDLOgraDh Yeo cae 
emperor Galba--Gaetulicus' immediate successor as 
legate of Upper Germany--records that there was | 
little evidence of a rigorous military discipline 
when Galba took up command: (Galba 6. 2f.) "disce 
miles militare: Galba est, non Gaetulicus." 
Indeed, according to the biographer, when Gaius 


arrived in Germany--presumably at the double legion- 
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ary fortress at Mainz Biase appears to have found 
the commanders and the senior "non-commissioned" 
officers failing in the performance of their 
duties (Gaius 44. 1). 

Furthermore, again from Suetonius' account 
(Galba 6. 3), the army of Upper Germany seems to 
NWaVembpcenmsingulanr ivy sinetiective sinecontroLting 
the movements of "free" Germans at the time of 
Gaetulicus' removal and the appointment of Galba: 
there were incursions of barbarians "qui iam in 
Galliam usque proruperunt." A statement that is 
NOt CubkyesuppOnteed mo yaDice (59 fe ly e2)s ewhoegives 
liye Ween Gala of the Germans as Gaius' overt reason 
fortis journey north, thuttalso ‘by thevarchaeological 
evidence for the occupation of Upper Germany at 
about this same time. According to Sch&nberger, 
Preclewtad béenrdonerprior ¢LouClaudius.reignuein, 
extending the presence of the Roman armies beyond 
Mainz. om Also, and perhaps more significant, there 
are indications that settlers of Germanic origin 
established themselves in Upper Germany during this 
period, in some cases quite close to sites presumably 


under the control of the Roman army. For Nierhaus, 
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Eheypresence Of such settlers) in-such close 
proximity to Roman garrisons may only be explained 
by the hypothesis that they formed detachments of 
ASnativesmil liga awitChpeain ceturn fonrstheir services 
in protecting the frontiers, were allowed land on 
which to settle. oe Given the well known laxity 

of the long-time legate, however, such a situation 
could well have arisen from his failure to supervise 
eGloselyy tie artairs ot his province, = In this regard 
it isPfimportantptoasnotesTacituss statement sthat 
Gaetulicus and Tiberius "firmarent velut foedus, 

quo princeps ceterarum rerum poteretur, ipse 
[Gaetulicus] provinciam retineret," and that 
Gaetulicus would have regarded the appointment of 
amecuceessOnaas and uingdleilumymortis." From the 
evidence ObelaciCus,;mateanyaeLabe;ait appears 
probable + that the: central administration «at Rome _ 
oid little ~tosregquiate the affairs.o£f Upper Germany 


Smet emaClLOnSEOmI tL omLegabteesOmlLongsas Gactulicus 


was in command. 


So much for the evidence concerning Gaetulicus. 


It is eminently clear from the sources reviewed 


a] - 7 
avis sade weet pede 2D sone? 

aim tgs ere ‘i ne vt net ono a 
te atmyadseseis booms? yal gend ciao 
esckvasy Sista 10m sles ai \Soidw absent € 
at Anal bavetlé. oeew (wtigevneet ald empete 
oian5 can iiew- srr qavis a 7392 at apt I, 


= 


noisauSic 2 altwe voter | Sfene) eaiseegetl ane - 
sgeivisdvs of arwtiss arit Bont Hsarte aves Liew bung : _ 
binpet ale gl, ,Somnivors zid 326 casstte si et 


iety. aneiednds ‘austeet som ox Snedeegal BST” 


ehoet Set ee Ria*- estjaqgi? hes leaden 


tt ——— 


43.He2 °, seeks a2-Ce 2 Lace be 
iia > eee 


pi Shei bogus $47  Seitaoe: Isr nivEenW -apanieaaiad 
- 

343 e343 * -gitton muss itpt" me ee 2082S00R5 
eiesqgs 22 Stes YR IF <EuIz es Berl : 
2%e8 28, iotieatachinbs Vextha5 sit sae 
YEREIED #92g0 2¢ gad AO aR add) ssteligeat ad. ottais 

‘ 

eabiivaes? qn piod o€, sig0ci 2zi to SqGasaR OF 


‘sphhetie? paitrvepnoe: sqoubive sad x08 gti 
| beeatvas: aooduod. ea 


_ eo 
' a - 
a 

~7e 


above, which constitute all the references to 
Lepidus and Gaetulicus that are concerned with 
ElOmCOuSDPLoOCVs si ece lf that theremisano mention 
of a plot in which these two men, Agrippina, and 
ip evearuivi plascvookepeart.  oburthermore, there is 
no ancient evidence that links the erstwhile 
VegaAreoeOtsrannonia, sO. Calvisiussoabinus, Or the 
unknown suffecti of A.D. 39 with the supposed 
joukep ss, 

In fact, the evidence we now possess for the 
existence of the "conspiracy" is extremely slender 
and, for the association of Lepidus and Gaetulicus 
in she same plot, is to be found solely in 
Suc cCOn vise OLOgLapnywOL Claudius. ») in a biography, 
Ehatwis, whose principal purpose at this point 
at least was not to record in detail the events 
SieaGaluslerelgny@but rather to show) how Claudius. 
was mistreated by his nephew. In the biography 
of Gaius--where one might have expected a more 
detailed treatment of the affair--there is no 
mention of such a widespread plot. The information 
contained in that biography, however--as well as 
that of Galba--agrees very closely with the 


evidence supplied by Tacitus, Dio, and Rutilius 
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Namatianus, where the topics of Gaetulicus' 
incompetence and Lepidus' adultery are mentioned 
with some force. If Suetonius had evidence of 

a plot that comprised Gaetulicus, Lepidus, 
Agrippina, and Iulia Livilla against Gaius in 
A.D. 39, why should he have employed such evidence 
on lyernghis@eompostt1on or*the Ivfe vot Claudits, 
and not where it would have been utilized more 
appropriately, in hisaAbiography of Galus®2e8There 
is, after all, some evidence to suggest that 

data for these two lives were compiled at about 
the same time. ae In any case, there are no 

a priori grounds for assuming that the evidence 
available to the biographer in his composition of 
the life of Claudius differed markedly from that 
which was available to him when he wrote the 


Livterort «Gaius. 37 


IL 


Other possible interpretations of the "conspiracy" 


Given the lack of any direct reference to a large 
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scale plot against the emperor Gaius in A.D. 39 
in the majority of our sources, and especially 
Inesuetonius. lifentoP.Gatus;Ait.is Jsurely 

legitimate to re-consider, for example, Meise's 
statement "dass es eine Verschwérung war, kann 


38 The motives attributed 


kein Zweifel bestehen." 
to the alleged conspirators by recent scholars 

and which have been mentioned briefly in a note 
above (ples 8,7 ent’ 2)).alidvsupportuthe *existence 
SOpPetaeconspiracy.sprier toeGalus .e€excursionito 
Germany, only if one assumes in the first place 
that¥sucha conspiracywexisted)) .Thereismno 
ancient evidence for the reality of such a plot. 

Ts it?possible,) then; that .no conspiracy 
existed--even, that is, a conspiracy that was 
formed after Gaius' arrival in Germany ? To 
answer such a question there are three major 
requirements to be fulfilled. Firstly, it is 
necessary to show that the actions taken by 
Can us@aneAe D.m39s7 Land *rererreditovaboves (pp. 77££E.). 
may be identified with causes other than conspiracy. 
Secondly, it is necessary to consider what other 


plausible reasons lay behind the execution of 
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Gaetulicus and Lepidus. Thirdly, an attempt 
must be made to explain how even the very slight 
references to a conspiracy in A.D 39 came into 


being. 


THeAsD we 39uC. aGalvyisiuseSabinusswas yrecalled 
to Rome and ordered to stand trial on charges 
that are not mentioned explicitly in our sources. 
It has been asserted, however, that this man was 
somehow associated with the alleged conspirators 
or that he was already engaged in conspiratorial 
activities. Thus Sabinus' recall has been seen 
aS a part of Gaius' actions in suppressing the 
alleged conspiracy, inasmuch as, according to 
Balsdon, it is possible that some senators had 
already "dreamed of a revolt of Pannonian legions 


39 A.review of the 


undergG.eCalvisiuseaSabinus.@ 
major source for Sabinus' activities at this time, 
however, Suggests an entirely different reason 

fora Sabinus” | secall and for his subsequent 
Suicide. 


ACCOrdimgy Gon atesources (DIO 59.) 18 .44)) 


Sabinus and his wife Cornelia returned to Rome 
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and were ordered to stand trial on the same 
charge. 40 It is very possible that the indict- 
ments against the legate and his wife were made 
under the terms of the Lex Iulia de adulteriis 
coercendisvof WsrBt cree Tacitus Giusti, 4b, #28) states 
that Titus Vinius consorted with Cornelia while he 
was in Pannonia under the command of Sabinus, for 
which activity he was indicted and stood trial, 
"Crimen huius reus Titus Vinius arguebatur." 
Asmanmesults:oGeithvsitrial, agalnsaccording to 
Tacitussand Plutarche(Gabbawl2):, Titus’ Vinius was 
"lussu Crm Gaeserisponeratus, Catenisien:.. ks Given 
the situation, therefore, recorded by Tacitus, 
thatthe daivaisonswofs Corneliasand: Titus, Vinius 
tCockep lace Win wpstsgoring piisi#-—they legionary 
headquarters--it is difficult indeed to accept 
that these two malefactors were charged under the 
terms Of themlexuilulivawote 18 B: Cel while! Sabinus 
himself was to be prosecuted for an entirely 
unrelated crime. Much more probable is the view 
that Sabinus was associated in the charges laid 
against Titus Vinius and his wife. It is apparent 


fromethel accountssotoTacitusrand’ Dio thatthe 
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morale of the Pannonian legions was being threat- 
ened by the activities of the legate's wife. There 
is no reason to suppose that Gaius would have 
eondened such acBivitiess) theyfact that "he did 
WOters soloarlyidenonstratediiby Hist Saew43orIt 

is more than likely, therefore, that Sabinus was 
recalled precisely because of his wife's adultery, 
which, it appears, he did little to prevent. A 
husband, who knew of his wife's extra-marital 
liaisons but who wilfully allowed them to continue, 
was liable to prosecution under the terms of the 
pe sqen Uamcemadu teint Swids ta Meno | FOG 
DGOCUILer: we Thus no evidence here of conspiracy. 
Sabinus and his wife committed suicide, presumably 
to avoid the public shame of an open trial in 
which Cornelia's activities and her husband's 
acquiescence might have been examined in detail. 
What is important, however, in this entirely 
unrelated episode, is the fact that Gaius in A.D. 39 
was seriously concerned with the morale and 
effective capability of the army on the Danubian 
froncreria Bins isa: concern of some significance 


that wil bemseen tito *berrelevant to%a discussion 
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of the reasons for Gaetulicus' downfall. 

Also in this same year the suffecti were 
dismissed from office early in September. se 
As their dismissal occurred only a short while 
before Gaius left Rome, it has been suggested-- 
and accepted--that they too were involved in the 
alleged conspiracy. Indeed, the knowledge that 
one of them subsequently committed suicide has 
been held to support the notion of their complicity. 
Our sources, however, consistently ignore such a 
possibility and state that they were removed 
because they failed to celebrate Gaius' birthday 
with the appropriate vigor. They did, nevertheless, 
celebrate the anniversary of the victory at Actium 
(2 September) at which Gaius' most illustrious 
ancestor was defeated. This celebration of the 
victory at Actium surely offers us a more convincing 
reason for the removal of the suffecti: we know 
icon Suevonpus atGamuise23 7) that Gaius 
expressly forbade the celebration of "Actiacas 
Siculasque victorias." Ge Furthermore, there 
LStnothinghisurprising invaldiscovery that (Gaius 


might well have dismissed the suffecti for such 
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trivial reasons. In A.D. 37 Claudius was suffect 
consul for two months, yet even he barely escaped 
dismissal for what appears to us as a most 
inconsequential dereliction of duty. a: [inmcact, 
Bberecets nothing in Cureancientesources which, at 
this point is inherently implausible, and nothing 
which permits the prior assumption of conspiracy 
in order to demonstrate that the suffecti 

were dismissed because they were conspirators. 

It is asserted also to be beyond doubt that 
Lepidus, Agrippina, and Iulia Livilla accompanied 
Gaius to Germany so that they might be prevented 
from causing trouble at Rome during Gaius' absence. 
Even the composition of the military detachment 
that formed the escort on this journey is felt 
somehow to supply evidence that Lepidus and the 
emperor's sisters were discovered conepivatorsss 7 
Nevertheless, there is surely another explanation 
that does not depend on the prior assumption that 
there waS a conspiracy at this time. Firstly, 
it may be considered a most unusual circumstance 


had Gaius not been accompanied by a military 


escort wherever he travelled. Secondly, there is 
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evidence which suggests that the emperor had not 
planned at the outset to journey as far north 
as Germany, but that the necessity for that 
excursion occurred after his departure from 
Rome. According to Suetonius (Gaius 43. 1), the 
emperor had already left the city for Mevania, 
"ad visendum nemus flumenque Clitumni," when he 
was Struck by a desire "neque ex destinato" to 
eYqgage@in mnitcary eperations. AYso"Dio (59 21. 
2) states that Gaius did not announce his military 
designs beforehand, but departed "étavovns ." 
If this were the case, there is surely nothing 
Surprising in the fact that Gaius was accompanied 
by an entourage which included members of the 
imperial family. Thirdly, even if we accept the 
dubious proposition that Gaius had intended all 
along to travel to Germany, there is still no 
reason to suppose--without evidence--that Lepidus 
and the imperial sisters were obliged to accompany 
Gaius because they were known conspirators. 

Our sources state that the imperial family 
was a very close-knit group and that Gaius. Lepidus, 


AGCIppiia and eluiwad GLVILla were Dourd Co one 
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another by the most intimate of ties. Lepidus 
appears to have been not only the debaucher of 
Agrippina and her sister, but also the paramour 
of Gaius himself. Furthermore, these were not 
the only people to accompany Gaius. There is 
evidence that Passienus Crispus, the future 
husband of Agrippina, together with at least one 
other of Gaius' favorites, also formed part of 


the imperial company. 26 


Given the composition 
GEMLNe Darty, therefore, 1t 1S not too unlikely 

that Gaius had some thought for his creature 
COmMeEOLts, NOt only perhaps tor™=the journey 1eselt, 
but also for his stay away from Rome which in 

actual fact turned out to be a protracted affair. vel 
Here the question that Gaius put to Passienus 
Crispus while en route and which concerned Crispus' 
indulgence in incest may have some significance. 28 
Of course, that question may well have been 
apocryphal. Nevertheless, it could be taken perhaps 
to underline the nature of the journey to Germany 
which, although speedy, probably took some time 


to accomplish’. = The question also may be taken 


to throw some light on Gaius' anxieties during this 
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journey which, in fact, resulted in the emperor's 
Sisters being exiled for sexual wrongdoing. 

Now, the reason for the journey itself, at 
the very end of the campaigning season, is not 
too hard to discern. Most scholars, while they 
recognize that the military situation on the 
Rhenish frontier was disturbing, tend nevertheless 
to accept the assertion that the journey was made 
at this time in order to surprise Gaetulicus before 
he could make adequate preparations against the 
emperor. att Even those scholars who are not 
convinced of the reality of the alleged plot suggest 
shat Gaius made this journey as a pre-emptive 
strike against the legate of Upper Germany because 
he had become apprehensive of the military power 
which had accrued to the family of Gaetulicus. am 
Both these suggestions, however, are based on 
assumptions that have no foundation in the ancient 
evidence. The first relies exclusively on the 
notion that Gaetulicus was already involved in 
conspiratorial activity before Gdius set out 


from Rome--for which there is no evidence. The 


second ignores the evidence supplied by Tacitus 
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Annals 6. 30. Gaetulicus, after all, had been 
legate of Upper Germany for a decade and, although 
popular with his troops, had remained quiet in 
his province without making any attempt whatso- 
ever to obtain the empire for himself or for 
anyone else. Indeed, the statement that he and 
Tiberius "firmarent velut foedus" clearly indicates 
that so long as he remained undisturbed Gaetulicus 
had no ambition to take on such a heavy responsib- 
ility. Furthermore, according to the testimony 
of Suetonius (Gaius 44. 1), when the emperor 
arrived in Germany he found that the army was 
Saul yeelackwi nGaiieminatary discipline «6. Such 
maladministration of the army in Upper Germany 
is hardly consonant with the view that Gaetulicus 
was deeply committed to a plot to remove the 
emperor--a plot, that is, that was reaching its. 
final stages and which clearly would have relied 
heavily on military support, or that Gaius had 
just cause to fear the military might which was 
at Gaetulicus' disposal. 

There is evidence, on the other hand, that 


the military situation on the Rhenish frontier 
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was not as secure as it might have been earlier 
in Gaius' reign. ag There is evidence also that 
Gaius, before he left Rome, had instituted a 


53 There is also 


Vigorous recruiting campaign. 
Ricwexp MictteistatementeorsDrorm(59s—e21. Zoe that 
Gaius travelled north overtly because of the 
hostility of the Germans. ae Such evidence, 

when coupled with Gaius' apparent concern for the 
morale and effectiveness of the Danubian legions ; 
points overwhelmingly to one conclusion: that 
Gaius considered that the military situation 

on the Rhine had deteriorated to such an extent 
that it even demanded his presence. Barbarians 

had penetrated the empire "in Galliam usque" 
(SuetemGalbag@oe S)ee Tiesmilveary establishment 

of Upper Germany was in a shambles and the 
Hegateralmoslecotamlysincompetents Tn’ fact) vatter 
the removal of Cn. Cornelius Lentulus Gaetulicus, 
military discipline had to be restored by a series 
of forced marches, manoeuvres, and demotions. a 
All this at a time when the very security of the 


empire was in jeopardy. 


Why, then, was Gaetulicus executed and not 
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quietly transferred to some other less exacting 
commission ? Because of conspiracy ? Perhaps, 
but Tacitus and Dio surely supply a more cogent 
reason. Gaetulicus had been legate of Upper 
Germany for ten years and, presumably, was very 
much accustomed to independent command. According 
to Tacitus, he had resisted interference in the 
management of his province and, as recently as 
A.D. 34, had made it clear to Tiberius that he 
would not countenance removal from his command. 
PmmMeact, fagain eacconding ptomTacitusi, Gaetulicus 
would have considered any attempt to replace him 
aS an "indicium mortis." Dio states that the 
overt cause of Gaetulicus' death was his popularity 
with the troops under his command--a popularity 
which, on the basis of Tacitus' account (see above 
p.86£.), arose from an almost total disregard 

for the exigencies of military discipline. It is 
hard to imagine a more cogent reason for Gaetulicus' 
death, or one which has better support from the 
ancient evidence. Gaetulicus was an incompetent 
who would resist any attempt to remove him. Gaius, 


therefore, took the legate at his word and executed 
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the man who had stated that removal was tantamount 
to a sentence of death. 

If it is possible, then, that Gaetulicus 
Was executed for reasons other than conspiracy and 
that Gaius' journey north was not made in 
ante patroneoreaeplot sis it! alsoupossiblesthat 
Lepidus was removed because of crimes that were 
not essentially political ? Here the answer 
must be in the affirmative. In antiquity, as 
we have seen (pp. 82-83), Lepidus was notorious 
not for complicity in a plot against the emperor-- 
LOLEWihtChaSuetOnluismolLaud.@9,"18iscour only 
source--but for his adulterous association with 
the emperor's sisters. Indeed, one source actually 
states that Lepidus was subjected to the kind of 
death reserved for those who were found guilty 
of adulterous and incestuous liaisons: "Incesti - 


7 Suetonius also 


poenam solvit adulterii." 
states that there was a "causa Aemilii Lepidi"-- 
presumably posthumous--in which the principal 
concern was the fact of adultery with the emperor's 


58 


Sisters. Why “lookMrurther™ for’ the cause? of 


Lepidus' death ? Certainly, it is not really 
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legitimate to suppose that the charge of adultery 
in the imperial household was used merely to cover 
up more serious allegations of conspiracy. 

Adultery itself was a serious crime which as we 
have already noted in the case of Sabinus (p.93f.), 
was not looked upon lightly by Gaius--at least, 
that is, when other people were involved. [In fact, 
as one scholar stated recently: "The seduction 

of a member of the Emperor's family was not 

merely adultery, but could at times be regarded 


em Had Gaius' infant 


as treason (maiestas).' 
daughter already appeared on the scene by the 

time of Lepidus' execution, such adultery could 
have had grave consequences for the succession. oe 
Furthermore, if the tradition that Gaius also was 
involved intimately with his surviving sisters is 
accepted as historically valid, how much more 

dire for Lepidus was his association with Agrippina 
ancdeluiive Cv a 2eninasich a situationeltais 

most difficult to believe that Gaius would have 
condoned such an illicit relationship. After 


Lepidus had been executed, his lover Agrippina 


was compelled to return to Rome carrying his ashes. 
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That journey need not have been merely a parody 

of a similar journey made by Germanicus' wife, 

buteerparodytalsorofethelactions ofganyifaithful 

and loving spouse. The fact that Lepidus was 

not Agrippina's husband surely brings into sharp 

relief the nature of his and Agrippina's crime. ot 
Why, then, was Lepidus killed at this moment 

in Gaius' reign ? The answer to this question, 

surely, is that Gaius had been unaware previously 

of Lepidus' close attachment to his sisters. The 

close and confined nature of the excursion to 

Germany revealed to Gaius for the first time the 

manner of Lepidus' association with Agrippina and 

fuMiagstivil tare ehusmsuggestion asenottbased on 

mere speculation. It was after Gaius' arrival in 

Germany that he sent his sisters into exile precisely 

because of this adultery. os Furthermore, if 

we accept the pertinence of the evidence concerning 

Passienus Crispus (see above p. 99), the context 


for the removal of Lepidus and his associates 


becomes even clearer. 


There is, therefore, no evidence to support 
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the existence of a conspiracy prior to Gaius' 
arrival in Germany. There is, however, substantial 
support for the proposition that Gaetulicus was 
executed for entirely different reasons--support 
enhanced by the possibility that in the official 
record of the Arval Brethren "ob detecta nefaria 


Consilava’ in C. GermanicumCn. Lentuli Gaetulici 
63 


there is no room for Lepidus' name. 
Even so, can the record of the Arval Brethren 
for 27 October A.D 39 be taken as positive proof 
that Gaetulicus had been involved in a plot 
against the emperor ? Probably not. As Balsdon 
rightly pointed out, that record "proves no more 
than Gaius reported that he had escaped from 
COnspiracy.. ae Also, if Gaetulicus was executed 
for the reasons suggested in this chapter, it is 
not inconceivable that--if only for propagandist. 
purposes--Gaius would have felt obliged to present 
a reasonable excuse to the Senate for the legate's 
abrupt removal. 

ine chaste dard /MDIoMSse accountriss or some 
Sighiiwcance pmelnieniistorran Statesm(59.923.) 1) 
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TLUVG ETLBOVARY Gvanegevyse |. " This statement, 
by the use of "ws" and the participle, clearly 
suggests that the veracity of such a report may 
well have been suspect. oe Also there is evidence 
of such a suspicion in another of the few sources 
for the existence of the "conspiracy". It has been 
suggested that the language of Suetonius" account 
in Vesp. 2. 3 indicates the serious nature of the 
Dio Tinseracie' ae Suetonius' account, however, 
may not support this contention. The biographer 
states that Vespasian "praetor infensum senatui 
Gaium ne quo non genere demereretur, ludos 
extraordinarios pro victoria depoposcit poenaeque 
coniuratorum addendum censuit, ut insepulti 
proicerentur." The inference to be drawn from 
this passage, however, is that Vespasian wished to 
gain favor with Gaius at the expense of the rest. 
of the Senate, to whom the emperor was "infensum". 
A clear indication, surely, that the Senate did not 
readily accept the truth of Gaius' report from 
Germany. Given the implied scepticism, therefore, 


in these two passages of Dio and Suetonius, it is 


clearly possible that Gaius' contemporaries at 
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Rome regarded the emperor's report from Germany 
aS a propagandist account of his activities, 
rather than as an accurate representation of what 
actually happened. “Thus, it is not wholly 
improbable that Gaius invented the "Lepidi et 
Gaetulici coniuratio" in order to present the 
Senate at Rome with a reasonable excuse for his 
removal of the legate of Upper Germany and of the 


heir apparent, M. Aemilius Lepidus. Bi 


Conclusion 


There is no direct Support for the belief that a 
"Lepidi et Gaetulici coniuratio" was formed prior 

to Gaius' departure from Rome in September A.D. 39, 
or that such a "conspiracy" was the prime reason 

for the emperor's excursion to Germany. There is, 
on the other hand, substantial support for the 
proposition that Gaius' sudden departure was the 
result of a rapidly deteriorating military situation 
on the Rhenish frontier, which, because of the 
evident incompetence of the legate of Upper Germany, 


had posed a severe threat to the security of the 
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empire. Furthermore, there is the strong like- 

lihood that Gaetulicus and Lepidus were not 

Temoved tore thetrecomplicityein app lotetonoust 

Gaius, but for entirely different reasons: utter 

incompetence and adultery with the emperor's 

Sisters. ome ingpaddittvonmtosbhas wthenesisi also 

some slight support for the suggestion that Gaius 

may have invented the "conspiracy"--or, at least, 

one which comprised Lepidus and his sisters, 

Agrippina and Iulia Livilla, whose adulterous 

association he may have regarded as a "crimen 

maiestatis". Oa 
The report that Gaius sent from Germany 

after the execution of Lepidus appears not to have 

been wholely credible to those who remained at 

Rome. Thus, it is possible that Suetonius was 

aware of the dubious quality of the report and, 

as a result, omitted any direct reference to the 

Cons iEAcy wien omoOLography OG GaLus,  eln the 

life of Claudius, however, the need to represent 

accurately the events of Gaius' reign was, presumably, 


less pressing. Here the "conspiracy" of Lepidus 


and Gaetulicus could be mentioned briefly and then 
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only as a convenient introduction to Gaius' 
treatment of his uncle. 

In this chapter an attempt has been made 
to re-evaluate the ancient evidence for a "Lepidi 
et Gaetulici coniuratio" directed against Gaius 
in A.D 39. It is very probable, however, that the 
Suggestions made here may never be capable of 
positive proof. Nevertheless, from this review 
of the ancient evidence I believe it is apparent 
that serious doubts may be cast on the reality of 


the alleged plot. a Ateeany Gace, OUGsprescnt 


understanding of the "Lepidi et Gaetulici coniuratio" 


as a long standing conspiracy, which was suppressed 


largely by Gaius' timely and anticipatory advance 
EORGEHMan viel SECC laeal ll ymODenmLOSQueS LON «malhat 


suchsaiplot -existedisshould not, fin »any case;,.be 


regarded--as it has been--as an established historical 


SoC Genes 


UEbRDR 


Sis : 
; on : 


a ey a 


‘osiet “od ie ae Sst sete ves + 


hia 
pater aut 2. an ox TT ost 
= a . ‘ 


_ 
s 
ca neancd ted IonBZoe Pr : Sera ate nis 


s zii2 ae Jendccte a7 srecteevog a a 
“ee 
senteen Dorestéh "Sige tet ico} _ inityzee2 -i 


te Bescyey oy “es .2= ae 


fdageo od tayee You | 2a saoksoneer 


cA i? 34 .angsag pte ss an 


CHAPTER 6 


The Cult of the Emperor Gaius 


Of all the charges of aberration and perversion 
that were levelled against Gaius after his 

death, of all the examples of madness that are 
provided?! for us by our vanclent sources, which, 
when viewed together, form our standard, received 
peeccurersoOr Lhe princeps as a “monstrum," 

one of the most interesting is the claim that 
Gaius wished to be thought of as a god and that, 
to this end, he established a cult of himself 

at Rome. 

In this chapter I propose to survey the 
ancient evidence for the establishment of the cult 
in the hope that several useful observations may 
be made about the extent to which the emperor's 
aspiLaAviTonss tow divinity were gratitied. "in 
particular, an attempt will be made to discover 
whether or not Gaius, for all his extravagant 
posturing, was worshipped at Rome in the guise 


of Iuppiter (a suggestion implicit in Weinstock's 
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account of the religious policies of the Romans 
during and shortly after the time of the 
dictator Gaius Caesar) and whether or not Gaius 
received reverence at Rome as a "praesens deus" 
perhaps, as Eitrem has suggested, with the title 


: : tL 
"Caesar Optimus Maximus." 


The sources 


Our sources for the divine aspirations of 

Gaius at Rome are relatively few and are varied 
iuenature cand tre biability. gelhey areyjrdn rough 
erronotlogiucalmorder 3, isenccaa(dewira the2 0789) and, 
perhaps, de Tranquillitate Animi 14. 9 sa Philo 
(Leg. ad Gaium 76-113, 346); Flavius Josephus 
CAEL tare el )y; Suetonvust(Gaius 92274933 ;,Claud:. 
ONe2) weand Cassius Dio win’ the) epitomes tof Xiphil- 
PMA ZONAGAS ; 109. (20-26) . : Of these sources 
the first two, Seneca and Philo, were contemporaries 


of Gaius and thus should be able to provide us 


WiLthereLiable information. Josephus, the third 
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writer listed, is only slightly later in date and 
may have based his own account--though to what 
extent we cannot tell=—on Philo. : 
In spite of the contemporaneity or near 
contemporaneity of these sources, however, they 
make only the slightest references to a cult 
of Gaius and, notably, are the most restrained. 
The last two sources, on the other hand, Suetonius 
and Dio, were separated from the events they 
relate by greater distances in time. The early 
second century biographer gives us more information 
than Seneca, Philo, or Josephus (for example, he 
Poem ni is te OnsOUumESOUrces —tO mentzonea, temple 
associated with a cult of Gaius at Rome) and his 
account is, essentially, less restrained than 
those of his predecessors. The last of our 
Sources, the third century historian Dio (or his 
epitomators) yields information about the cult 
that is at once more lurid and, apparently, more 
detailed. 
Within the accounts of these sources, there 
are several different topics each concerned with 


the emperor's aspirations to divine honors. For 
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example, Philo, Suetonius, and Dio each refer to 
the emperor's penchant for impersonating a variety 
Of deities. Philo"s account, however, iS unique; 
for he is’ the only authority to tell us that Gaius 
first impersonated demi-gods and minor deities 
before proceeding to impersonations of the major 
gods, Ares, Hermes, and Apollo. : Also, each of 
our five sources refers to Gaius’ relationship 

with Iuppiter; though, as we shall see, "entre 

les témoignages de Suétone, de Flavius Josephe 

et de Philon [and Seneca and Dio], il y a des 
variantes d'affabulation plutdét qu'une divergence 
de fond." : In addition, the actual establishment 


Comarcul. Of Galusiate Rome, along with theterection 


of an associated temple or temples, is only mentioned 


DImOULMUWONLALeIESOULCES,, SUctOnius and Dio. Lt 
UsepOsscible that jeiny this regard, Dio has made ae 
SPmouecOlius: =OLOGrapnyeOLr Gaius. VLt isicequal ly 
possible, however, that both Suetonius and Dio 
employed the same or Similar sources in the 
composition of their own works. 

Finally, each of the five writers listed above 


appears to have made use of a tradition that was 
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MC eOrmMLy Ost Lert Oward Gaius. In part, OF 
course, this tradition was formed by the two 
contemporaries, Seneca and Philo. Seneca survived 
Gaius' reign, but, if we are to believe him, only 
narrowly. ? Philo also had first hand knowledge 
Omseiceemoeror-m Or, sine... 40,) ne ledean 
Alexandrian embassy to Gaius on behalf of the 
Jewish community in that city. oe Neither, however, 
had any cause to extol the emperor or his virtues. 
With this in mind, then, we should guard against 
drawing too definite conclusions about the nature 
CLeGAll seeds picalLOolceco Givinity Or abouc the 


Maturemand, Lunceron, Of the CUltE that Was established 


Shey sionnteys 
pel 
Gaius and Iuppiter 
Philo, in his account of the embassy to Gaius, 
is our only authority for the emperor's progressive 


impersonations of deities from demi-gods to the 


major gods Ares, Hermes, and Apollo. Nevertheless, 
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he never suggests that the emperor actually 
assumed the attributes of Iuppiter or that he 
impersonated the god. In his only reference to 
Gaius as Iuppiter (Leg. ad Gaium 346) he is 
concerned not with an identification of Gaius with 
Iuppiter at Rome but with the proposed re-dedicat- 
ion of the temple at Jerusalem as a temple "Ausés¢ 


PEL OEVOUSE NEOUy 2. 5 Tatou." Et. 


In the Jewish 
Context, Of COUrsSec, ESUCh a ypEOoposal was abhorrent 
and entailed desecration of the temple. In gentile 
religious practices, however, there was nothing 
particularly unusual about such an identification 
of the ruling emperor with Iuppiter or Zeus. 
Indeed, there were numerous dedications to Augustus 
as Zeus in the Greek east. ate Josephus also 
records Gaius' proposed desecration of the temple 
atawecusad lem e( Ad eer 2ol a3 LOv ee i 2. 184-203) and, 
although his accounts are not consistent with each 
OclereOLawltharh mous smEilere sls stil leno vindication 
that the emperor wished to be identified at Rome 


13 Tacitus too mentions the re- 


alma: Dhihejesia one 
dedication of this temple in a brief notice-<-his 


major narrative on the reign of Gaius is, of course, 
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no longer extant. This historian, like Josephus, 
States that the projected desecration of the 
Cemplemwaceaubestedsby Gailus*® death: Hist. 5. 

9) “dein iussi a C. Caesare effigiem eius in 
templo locare arma potius sumpsere, quem motum 
Caesaris mors diremit." 

These references, then, to a statue to be 
erected in the temple at Jerusalem are not 
directly related to the establishment of a cult 
of Gaius at Rome. They, however, show that Gaius' 
aspirations to divine honors and his alleged 
identification with Iuppiter probably occurred 
Patemtimnismerer gn, stor Pe Petronius, the legate 
of Syria who advised the emperor against the 
desecration of the temple, survived only as a 
result of the emperor's death. 

Here the various accounts of Gaius' desire 
to remove the statue of Zeus Olympios from its 
temple and bring it Rome are relevant. This 
(entremis sCepDOLLCOmDyewocepis s(Ad (195 8-10)i, 
SuccOnii Sm (Ga IN cae enema erandeby DLO (D9. 28. 3=4)°. 
Josephus states that the statue was to be removed 


but that the work was held up by various portents 
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and by the fact that P. Memmius Regulus, the 
legate of Achaea, was informed that the statue 
would suffer damage were it moved. Regulus 
postponed the work and wrote a letter to Gaius 
explaining his actions. Like Petronius, Regulus 
too survived Gaius' anger only as a result of 
the emperor's demise. In Suetonius' account we 
avescqiven aaesim Martstony butytiormthe: frst time, 
we are told that Gaius wished to replace the head 
of the famous Iuppiter with his own. a The 
statue, however, according to Suetonius (Gaius 
Shee pee tLedwpea Lseotilaughtery jathnus tportending 
the emperor's death. Dio repeats the anecdotes 
concerning the statue's laughter, but states also 
that the ship sent tostransport the statue! to 
Rome was destroyed by thunderbolts. In the event, 
according to Dio, Gaius uttered threats against - 
the statue and had another one put up for himself. "a 
Now, the account of the first statue (that 
is, the statue to be set-up in the temple at 
Jerusalem) cannot be discounted as anecdotal. Mg 


Wis senenosalmeucOmcr anspor: athe statue ol Zeus 


Olympios to Rome, however, might be anecdotal 
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given the coincidence between the potential fates 
o£ the two legates, Petronius and Regulus. 
Nevertheless, whether or not either account is 
accepted as historically accurate, we are given 
a chronological context for the alleged identifi- 
cation of Gaius with LIuppiter; that is, at the 
very end of the emperor's reign. 

DohisstOpic.ot Gaius! relationship with 
Iuppiter is today a commonplace. Weinstock 
makes full use of the belief that Gaius identified 
himself with the god to support his own contention 
that Gaius Caesar, the dictator, had a temple 
decreed to him as Iuppiter Iulius by the Senate.1/ 
However that may be, our sources disagree on the 
extent to which the emperor Gaius was identified 
with the god. 

In three of our sources (Seneca, Suetonius, 
and Dio) we are given contexts for the famous 
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challenge that Gaius issued to Iuppiter, "n 
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Seneca, does not place this challenge in a 
Eel LOlOusscOnbextmbUtuatean al fresco production 


of pantomimes that was disrupted by thunderous 


ear 


erties’ (ni scedage Satie 6 -aonehia 
cote ni ah : 

al oMfersne ean sl an tee 
rovép oan av _ormivén ebineiretead ani 

havea bapel ta tlt 182 Sd adel lestgoto . 


att te yet amte (me seieuT: athe ‘sige +0 ane 
guns 2 roages eit? to Sas ya 


tle ciilenigtsetos teaylad. do aige? gtdt a) 7 
coctiniee .woslqdomaoa S Yehot ef sad eS 
gtittnebr avid sens teried iad eeu Iiot one 

rozamasenc ati wast umepive 29 Sop ond itsiw +eaEsteS 
stg 6 Dei | tolleteae eft ,1s8e63 suine daft 

"4 gieees sc We apilil tetiqgn? es miif a2 baesoaby 


a 
a 


7 


atte fo sevoenlh srmrinte 10m » ed ye Saas zerve 
beitaseabe aw soine tomags of2 foie fags 

" nutagsone | setae > sao TO: rama a 

: — >it ipa saxeeanos matin ian 

“) yaar Qawt: of Bewset auinn apts 

AOE ODE, teapione aad *.95 oan ata 
psd 2eBctAbe! add monte toe. acohe (leah 


i ag 


weatnenme(depira-l,£20..8).°'Seneca*continues: 
(ide@ivaGl, 2Z0s89 MY QuantatdementiavrturtlPutavit 
aut sibi noceri ne ab Iove quidem posse aut se 
nocere etiam Iovi posse. Non puto parum 
momenti hanc eius vocem ad incitandas coniuratorum 
mentes addidisse: ultimae enim patientiae visum 
est eum ferre qui Iovem non ferret." In this 
passage we, surely, are not presented with Gaius 
POSH LU EyINGEnimMsekr with buppiter, but texack ly 
the opposite. Here in the challenge and in 
Seneca's comment we are presented with a Gaius 
who claims to be Iuppiter's equal and who, more imp- 
ortantly, appears as Iuppiter's rival. There 
is no question here of a formal identification 
of the emperor with Iuppiter of the sort that 
is proposed for Caesar by Weinstock. co Moreover, 
gaven ‘Seneca'si\comment' that’ the challenge to 
Iuppiter stimulated the conspirators who killed 
Gaius, we are once more given a hint that any 
relationship that Gaius had with the god came 
very late in his reign. 

The suggestion that Gaius might have regarded 


himself as Iuppiter's equal and, perhaps, adversary 
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has some support from the near contemporary 

of Seneca, Josephus, who states that Gaius 

"ets te tod Auogs goutav TS LOO aOm KO emi bOV 

wev HakoUoLv ..., Gderkgov eEtTSAUNGE TPOGayopEtELV 

Tov Aton (Ado fpr ALS On AmenisisteLOm Later 

Pea towmNarraciyeaw Adel 9. 11), dosephus jgives us 

yet another example of Gaius' madness. ze 

According to Josephus, Gaius also placed his infant 

daughter (Drusilla) on the lap of the statue of 

Iuppiter in the Capitoline temple "xouvov ad’tG 

TE HAL TH Aut yeyovévat td téxvov xa 6vo 

VE Orovely OUTTIGC MaTCOUNS, ONOTEDOY Nel COvG 

Qduevos ev peow TE XatadAtundverv." Clearly, 

neither of these two passages can be taken to 

imply an identification of the emperor with the 

god. Indeed, the second passage of Josephus 

(AT@19.7 11)" undicatesnot so much’ an identification, 

as Smallwood suggests, but an adversary position 

adopted by the emperor who believed himself to 

be Iuppiter's equal. an 
Suetonius also gives an account of Gaius' 


challenge to Iuppiter, which differs in context 


from Seneca's anecdote: (Suet. Gaius 22. 4) 
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"Et noctibus quidem plenam fulgentemque lunam 
invitabat assidue in amplexus atque concubitum, 
interdiu vero cum Capitolino Iove secreto 
fabulabatur, modo insusurrans ac praebens in vicem 
aurem, modo clarius nec sine iurgiis. Nam vox 
GComminantius)auditarest:: uw! avaeup' 7 eyo o¢, 
donec exoratus, ut referebat, et in contubernium 
ultro invitatus super templum Divi Augusti ponte 
transmisso Palatium Capitoliumque coniunxit. Mox, 
quo proprior esset, in area Capitolina novae domus 
fundamenta iecit." Once again, we are presented 
with a Gaius who believed himself to be Iuppiter's 
equal and, to some degree, Iuppiter's rival. 
Certainly, there is no suggestion here that Gaius 
identified himself with the god. Nor is there 

the slightest hint of such an identification later 
in Suetonius' biography when Gaius specifically 
asks the actor Apelles who appears to be the 
Greater, Juppiter or himself : (Gaius 33) “Inter 
varios iocos, cum assistens simulacro Iovis 
Apellen tragoedum consuluisset uter illi maior 
Vedere tur. te olGCuma, CUSSLLOnw COLLGGROt. have 


been put had Gaius formally identified himself 
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with Iuppiter. Dio also records a similar 
question, but this time put to an unnamed Gaul 
who saw Gaius dressed up as Iuppiter issuing 
Dropneeteseeromearpraectorm (59. 26.5 8-9): “Te oot 


one ebvau; = 


asks Gaius. "Méya tapoadnonua," 
answers the Gaul. If this anecdote is not 

merely an elaboration of a theme given a differ- 
ent context by Suetonius (Gaius 33), it is 
notable that the Gaul escaped punishment for 
hiseaucaci ty. rernaps=not, as, Dio suggests, 
because the Gaul was of lowly status and only a 
shoemaker (“cuutotduos"), but because the Gaul 
had seen through Gaius' blasphemy. (It is 
possible, of course, to regard the question 
recorded by Dio as an elaboration: in Suetonius' 
account Gaius merely stands beside a statue of 
LUDDLLeL awh leyeine1lOus Marracive,, “Galus acre 
Tuppiter's persona.) 

There are two other passages in Suetonius’ 
biography of Gaius that have been taken to 
indicate that Gaius identified himself with 
Fico iS chem LOG baApIC stalesetnaL, 


among other surnames, the emperor assumed the 


ville te me : 


fave 7 gid en rene 
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tl2)3) 


cognomen “optimus maximus Caesar" (Gaius 22. 1). oe 


At first glance, it certainly appears as if we are 
here presented with irrefutable evidence for Gaius' 
"Angleichung an Juppiter," as Frei-Stolba asserts. 23 
What, however, was so offensive to Suetonius in 
this formula that he recorded its adoption by Gaius 
amongatnermactLlonsmor che. smonstrum ) 7 This is a 
question of some importance, for, at the time 
Suetonius wrote his biographies, the similar formula 
"optimus maximusque princeps" was well known and 

had been used by both Trajan and Hadrian. For 
Suetonius, then, to suggest that the adoption of 

this formula, and the consequent "Gleichsetzung des 
Herrschers mit Juppiter," was somehow uncharacterist- 
ic of a "princeps" would surely have been quite 
impolitic; even if reference to the formula was 
designed as an oblique slight against the emperor 


Hadrian. ae 


That Suetonius records Gaius' adoption 
of the name "optimus maximus Caesar" as an example 
of Gaius' impiety cannot be doubted. The record 
however, is only understandable, to my mind, if an 


opposite view is taken; namely, that Gaius, so far 


from identifying himself with Iuppiter by the 
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association of the god's formula with his own 
name--the name "Caesar" was not yet a title in 
imperial nomenclature--consciously rejected such 
aMmeloenrttri1cactiOnsand, according toOwsuetonius Or 
his sources, set himself up as Iuppiter's equal 
ang iva an 

In the second major passage of Suetonius' 
biography of Gaius that touches upon the emperor's 
religious excesses, we are, I believe, given a 
clear indication that, so far as the biographer 
was concerned, the emperor did not establish 
a formal cult of himself at Rome in the persona 
of Iuppiter. (Galusmece wre) oc OAL rem babar 1 
ad forum usque promovit, atque aede Castoris et 
Pollucis in vestibulum transfigurata, consistens 
saepe inter fratres deos, medium adorandum se 
adeuntibus exhibebat; et quidam eum Latiarem 
Tovem consalutarunt. templum etiam numini suo 
proprium et sacerdotes et excogitatissimas hostias 
as ol, er ee 

Tic cur stimMporeant point tO Observe in this 
passage is the unambiguous distinction between 
Lie Cenpule. see ium SUO DLrODGLum and them intormal 


address as Iuppiter Latiaris. This, as we shall 
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See OeloOwsp.1299)',mLSenot- consistentewith= Dio's 
BCCOUntCeOfathnevyartair and@is, in factyemore 
restrained than the narrative of the third century 
historian. The second important detail in the 
passage cited is the statement that "et quidam 
eum Latiarem Iovem consalutarunt." It is to be 
noted that, according to Suetonius, Gaius did 
noteidentifyehimself with Luppiter Latiaris as 
he stood--or his statue stood, as Niemeyer 
tentatively suggests 26__between the. statues of 
the Dioscuri. Indeed, the phrase "et quidam" 
clearly suggests the opposite; namely that some 
people, not all, addressed him as Iuppiter Latia- 
ris. The term of address, therefore, was informal 
and, perhaps, tinged with a certain degree of 
irony. oi 
Dio is the last of our sources to mention 
Gaius' famous challenge to Iuppiter. Dio states 
(59 em2 Seo MethatGaluseiraus Te8epoviTals ven 
LUIEX. Ch. Van) Semen CE ORS avteBpdsvta “OL Tats dotpanats 
dvttotpante: nar ondte xepavvos xatandéoor, AUSov 
dvtnudvtutev, émurdywv éo! éexdotw Td TOD ‘Oufpou 
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the context given by Seneca for the challenge 
taboverp. 121 )7 te rs clear’ that Dio” has made 

use of an enhanced version of the same story, 
GrehasPte averaredwon the tradivtionwhimsel fr. “In 
Seneca's version, though the challenge is given 
aS an example of the emperor's "dementia," we 

are told that it was issued because Gaius had 

a performance of pantomimes disrupted by bad 
Weather. ==sli DLO .S =account, on the other #hand, 
EneuwcOntex<c  fOretner challenge 1S corrupted "to the 
point where Gaius actually constructs machinery 
to answer Iuppiter's thunder and to respond in 
kind to Iuppiter's flashes of lightning. Whatever 
the cause of this corruption, however, one thing 
is clear in this passage of Dio: once again Gaius 
is portrayed as Iuppiter's rival. 

In fact, there is only one passage in all 
our ancient sources--apart, that is, from those 
which are concerned with the statues to be erected 
at Jerusalem or removed from Olympla--that explicitly 
makes Gaius establish a cult of himself at Rome 
and in the guise of Iuppiter. In this passage 
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anéonve: xnav Spvises abtH &narotU té tTuves xa 
BOAVIUUNTOLLHGS. exdotny nuépayv esvovtTo." Dio 
aleGeqoes Onete Support this assertion by stating 
that Gaius even included the name of Iuppiter 
in documents: (59. 28. 8) "OdStos odv 8 Beds Hat 
oStos 6 Zevds (nat yao éxadretto ta terevtata ovtws, 
ote nav SGeVOONUGTON OED SO0GU) sn .5 VONUOTO . 5. 
SUOVENE Ye 1O..t 

This second statement is in some senses 
problematic; for there are no extant documents 
of state or items of official correspondence 
BE veciiir Cm esuUrvLvingetrom thesreioqn of Gaius 
Phare bearetchee signature of Tuppiten. Bihis lack, 
however, cannot be used against Dio's account. 
On the other hand, the evidence reviewed above 
suggests that any relationship Gaius might have 


had with Iuppiter came very late in his reign, 


with the result that, perhaps, we should not expect 
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the survival of such documents, if any ever 

Pots aqeeirs is much more probable that what 

we are presented with here is another example 

of the way in which Dio (or his sources) has 
elaborated on a tradition and, perhaps, has 
misinterpreted that tradition. We are told by 
Suetonius that Gaius assumed the name "optimus 
maximus Caesar" (in opposition to, not in 

Pcie cablOnewith sl UuDpLEcr)., and tt Ls, perhaps, 
Ehessuradle1OnmclaceDlO Mas m=sconstrued, That 

Dio has enhanced or elaborated on earlier versions 
GimGalus =diVinerasparatiGnseits.noe Open to doubt. 
In addition to the possible example of such 
elaboration given above (p.124), we also have the 
statement that Gaius wished to take over for his 
Gviecwwle tiem DLaymertoneatemirletus (59.528. 1). 
This statement, however, not only runs counter 

to the surviving epigraphic evidence 2m tural so 
Lressinsdirectesconel ice with Suetonius » report 

of this planned completion that is included by 

the biographer among the actions of the emperor 
equasd. GG principe. (Garus 21)", 


Diow states tha Gallus established a cult of 
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himself at Rome "Avda te Aatudpvov éavutov dvoudoas." 
This assertion, however, contradicts the testi- 
mony of Suetonius who makes a clear distinction 
between the establishment of the cult of Gaius 

and the way in which some people addressed the 
emperor as he (or his statue) stood "inter 
fraeressdeos, (above, pe. 126)'.) “in addition, Dio 
mentions the consecration of the emperor's horse 

BOs pee newe Clult——alnvact,sthat, is, which asi not 
reported by any other source and which, as 

Willrich has suggested, was probably merely 

“eine Dublette von Incitatus' Konsulat." oe 
On the other hand, we have seen that Seneca believed 
Gaius' opposition to Iuppiter actually spurred on 
thew successrudsconspirators,or, A.D..41. Also, 

we have seen that this topic of the emperor's 
GUpOsITEd one tcomluppi tered secommon not only to 

Seneca, but also to Suetonius and Dio himself. 

Thus, although there can be no certainty here, 

the weight of evidence supplied by our ancient 
SQuLce=s CastsugravesGoubts,on the accuracy of 

D1 On Seo pOnLEo GEL SwDOLnt.we Neither econecasnon 


Suetonius had any cause to moderate their accounts 
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of Gaius' "dementia" and they do not suggest that 
Gaius formally established a cult of himself at 
Rome ine chev guise or Tuppiter=Latiarus. To my 
Mind, ener erOre,m tte is most probablemtiat DLO 

here has made a simple mistake and that the emperor 
did not institute a cult of himself in the persona 
of Iuppiter. 

There are valid grounds, then; for believing 
that the charge of impiety laid against Gaius by 
our uniformly hostile sources stemmed not so much 
from the emperor's alleged identification with 
Iuppiter but from a reported rejection of that 
god. Gaius assumed the name "optimus maximus 
Cacsa hee Dd LrectmOnpDoSsst10n to .luppiter Optimus 
Maximus. Similarly, Gaius planned to remove the 
Statue, Of 2euse trom Olympiay Dring ity to Rome, 
and replace the features of that god with his 
own. The god, however, unlike Apelles (Suet. 
Gaius 33), knew who was more powerful, laughed 
at Gaius' presumption, and remained where he was. 
"Pridie quam periret [Gaius], somniavit consistere 
se in caelo iuxta solium Iovis impulsumque ab eo 


dextri pedis pollice et in terras praecipitatum" 


: : . 


\ 


ft 


; ; "20 4B~ 4¥ 
. * i J 
7a Ve dati a00 @ — : eae 


- ¥ =, > 6 ? oe 
J & 1’ . 4 o =a al 
“ - oo Po. « 

" , PF £. Sas 


> s 
é ; Si a 7" NSE 
=- 4 ‘ 

~ © —_, > - 
arme te » Ll 3 .. SBE 
1 
t Pa df 
n ag 
wAbwaslat SOX- 4 hoes 
~ 
hy 
312 a 
— & — 
2 $O4¢ HAA 
a ae 
24 £5 > 
3 aS4e5e>409 
- # > Py ar 
— ~ ~~ 43d 
~ a = V4 
va 
Sit SyOomss~ te 


will “(22 r bee s 
ld 
282) wstiso a 
Butera’ {tsa with see Oe wa ue & wire 
wid > - 7 7 


a — = 
ene an oveute sanivaios ore an 


— . ee eo 
oBt bes 7 


> 


P 
7 


3 


(Sue tee Gale. Sj eS ue a 


So far in this chapter an attempt has been 
made to review the sources for the emperor Gaius' 
relationship with Iuppiter and to explain, in terms 
that are consistent with the propagandist bias of 
these sources, the charge of impiety which arose 
Bromecnets pelationsiip.) “hroughout. the first 
century of our era, and later, the inhabitants 
of the Roman world were ever conscious of the 
parallel that existed between Iuppiter and the 
reigning emperor: "Iuppiter arces / temperat 
aetherias et mundi regna triformis, / terra sub 
Augusto est; pater est et rector uterque" (Ovid 
Mei glean Cb Scr) wius, saustatuesot sa 
GUeGenre Lu om Dearing aonenatin Lbu tes .Of aor 
represented as, Iuppiter should not be thought 
Logelevatee thi dte au) Gm sno ivaner stalusc a der 
Kaiser auch in diesem nicht ‘als Gott", sondern 
‘als Kaiser' dargestellt werden sollte." a 
Agcording «Lo, oumancient souxces ,, howeven, Gaus 
rejected this identification and what was implicit 


therein: namely.~that,, though, "princeps"™ on, earth, 
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NesWwacestl ua sup ect’ LO luppiter who ru ledein 
heaven. ae What, then, was the nature of the 
cult established by Gaius after his return from 


che Northern campaign’ in-‘A.D." 40° ? 


ge 


Gaius and his cult 


In summer A.D. 40 Gaius returned to Italy and, 
celebrating an ovation, officially entered the 
Suse yo eiay Sako /Ablepb ihe Sd ACEC Sestime jaccording 
to Dio (59. 25. 5), he threatened the Senate 
with destruction because it had not voted him 
To onep aveouTOV. He then established @ cult. 
That the cult was established at this late date 
in Gaius' reign has been accepted by all modern 
authorities and is indicated by the sources 
rererred to above. ae The late date is also 

IND bucr te eieouStlOniuse = statement =(Claudy 9... 2) 
thaw thes final NUM traclone to which *thevruture 


emperor Claudius was subjected during his nephew's 


reign was his reduction to bankruptcy as a result 
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of his appointment to the "novum sacerdotium" 
at the cost of some eight million sesterces. oa 
Now, Suetonius is the first of our ancient 
authorities to give an account of the establish- 
Mont eOmmen Er SmcIULt me Ne tel lows a(Galus, 2255 3) 
that the emperor "templum etiam numini suo 
proprium et sacerdotes et excogitatissimas hostias 
instituit. in templo simulacrum stabat aureum 
iconicum amiciebaturque cotidie veste, quali ipse 
uteretur. magisteria sacerdotii ditissimus 
quisque et ambitione et licitatione maxima vicibus 
comparabant. hostiae erant phoenicopteri, 
pavones, tetraones, numidicae, meleagrides, 
phasianae, quae generatim per singulos dies 
immolarentur." This is followed immediately 
by the account of Gaius' intimate relationship 
with the Moon, his challenge to Iuppiter, the 
bridge “super templum divi Augusti," and the 
"novae domus fundamenta" on the Capitol. oy 
This account, however, is not wholly 
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mpoxatérAaBev, otw Sn Etepdsyv te vewv ev TH 
LGLOT UG CEOVGT VOROQOOUNGOTOm. we.) Dio further 
states that the cult was set up to worship Gaius 
as Iuppiter Latiaris (see above, p. 128). 

HieSbLy, souccOntusatel ks qusathat Gaius, built 
(NLNSLLCUle ) Basatenplewenumin Lesuogpropiad ums! 
Dio, on the other hand, tells us that the object 
of worship was Gaius in the persona of Iuppiter 
Latiaris. Secondly, although Suetonius refers 
to the "novae domus fundamenta" on the Capitol 
as an example of Gaius religious excesses, the 
biographer actually mentions only one temple 
associated with the cult. Dio, however, according 
to all modern authorities, appears to have believed 
in the existence of two temples, of which one, we 


are told, was on the Palatine and the other on the 
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Capitol. Which of the two temples was primarily 
associated with the cult has not been determined. 
Gelzer, Willrich, Balsdon, and Garzetti, for 
example, suggest that the major centre for the 
cult was on the Palatine. °° #itrem and Gagé, 

on the other hand, suggest the Capitol. ao 
Also, Balsdon, who correctly informs us that 

the first temple's "Situation is not described," 
goes on to tell us that the temple on the 
Capitol was unfinished at the time of Gaius' 
murder. a (The two most authoritative voices 
on Roman religion, Wissowa and Latte, remain 


41 The differences between our sources, 


silent.) 
Suetonius and Dio, are major. They should not, 
however, hide from us the fact that Suetonius 
and Dio appear to have employed the same or 
Similar sources in the composition of their 


works, ac They relate the same events (though 


occasionally in different contexts oe they 
contain verbal correspondences (for example, 
DIOS we 2o. ou ws sAcye —— Suet. Galus 22. 4 


"ut referebat"), and each gives us detail not 


Supplied by the other. Thus, for all the apparent 
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enhancement of the tradition by Dio hie the 


evidence supplied by one source may be used-- 
where there are no disagreements--to complement 
the information supplied by the other. 

I have suggested already that Dio was 
probably mistaken in his belief that Gaius set 
up the cult at Rome in order to be worshipped 
as Iuppiter Latiaris. ae Even so, Dio does 
give us one piece of information that is wholly 
credible and that is not supplied by Suetonius; 
namely that the Senate decreed a temple to Gaius 
("00 e  ULOeT Na cOuUAnS dnoLosévra").. That 
the Senate was the competent authority for such 
action during Gaius' reign receives confirmation 
Sromecieuractathat) weawasst.l] lo the sappropriate 
body under Claudius and Nero and from the fact 
that Dio himself records Gaius' anger at not 


being voted "t& dnép &vSputov" by the Senate 


on his return to Rome. we ALSO sous sbosbe noted 


that candidates for the "novum sacerdotium" were 


obliged to pay for the honor of their appointment. 


Did the Senate, then, decree a temple to Gaius 


SOuhatwne could sbeuworshipped .as.javigod,, -vielleicht 
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eben mit dem Titel ‘Caesar O.M.'," as Eitrem 
has suggested ? 28 

This is a question that cannot by answered 
with any degree of certainty. Our sources are 
all hostile toward the emperor and his works 
areereni sereturn co SRome tineAID 240... Lt “we 
reject the evidence supplied by these sources, 
on the grounds of bias, and accept the 
view that Gaius maintained his attitude of 
restraint announced earlier in his reign (Dio 
59 ad ead a)’, we are left with nothing that 
CalmmecOLlMasbaslSmrOrm appicture tof Gaius sas a 
rational but much maligned emperor. If, on the 
other hand, we accept the reports of Philo, 
Suetonius, and Dio that Gaius made himself a 
god, "Gun Anduiny also comes “to “a "close; for we 
cannot ascertain under what guise the emperor 
was officially worshipped as a god. 

Fortunately, however, there are certain, 
Ver yes uught indications! in tour “ancient sources 
which suggest that Gaius in the actual establish- 


ment of the cult did not receive a formal 


deification and that he was not officially viewed 


nate 
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BcomomOOOMmELILLS OL MCOULSe iS nOtsto discount 
the possibility that Gaius impersonated a host 
of deities during the last few months of his 
CeLon ea SoenilO peoleCOnLuS, pandsDiLo wassert.. 
Nevertheless, what we are confronted with here 
--if we accept Dio's statement that the Senate 
voted Gaius a temple--is a formal act of deific- 
ation and not an unofficial association of the 
ruler with a particular celestial being. 

First, however, an attempt must be made to 
find out just how many temples were associated 


WihGlied Gl btesOt uGaiUSieat sRome. .in A.D P40. 


inetiecipasSage won Dio set out eabove (59). 28. 
Zoe. 136,))ewewanre COld that sGaius Sidtre Se 
Shh TulOv ace UVoOn wo Ge Kol. ev 0th Thy, Edun yaov 
Eavutod, tov wev Sto THS BOVAHS bngrosvevta TOV Se 
botGecv tH MokatGw, TourncacSat." This sentence 
is then followed by another sentence which should 
be taken to explain it: "étextrvato HEV yo. 
war év BOy ou TOL Oe LAvOA VEE UT UNO ene p dy 


a 
TE Vewv év TH Narkatvw onovdh wxodouroato 


Now, on the basis of these two sentences, all 


140 


cy 


o— tl —« 


on 


a: revyodenp nS ono 


= ~~ © 
2 anise 2ec> 


+ = 

,@ibnes sit >, ofi8 

i * e oy, Shs e ,e 
a ~ g 


3) 
a 


7” ‘ 2 
TC? 7d +. 10° 
“| 
~ 3 = - 
i) 9 3 , mia 
* 
5i« 4 
a ry = - ‘ 
, 7 “4 . aw r ~ 
Ss 14 2 war’ 


. oterohso? yore! ji G3 Rees 
? 22 sefsens vd Sowsih.to aads 5 val 


7. = riaigee by: ta3 


el ouAbronr yisers meee aw 


e: a 2 c 


ee 


a me ows seaiiy 3c 20 meer ian a 


141 


modern scholars appear to believe in the exist- 
ence, or proposed existence oe of two temples-- 
on the yPalatine and on "the Capitol’. ~ There “is, 
however, a fundamental problem with such an 
interpretation: in the first sentence we are 

not presented with two temples but only with 

one. The grammatical construction of the sentence 
is quite clear: there is a single substantive 
("Vaov") that is Gualatirted by = partitive -apposit— 


. 


ion" ("tov pév bnd TAS BovdrAfic UO Gen Td i... LOD 
SiMe UOC m eros ns) ts ae Mids ewe WecOnolae red sin 
isolation from the second sentence ("Etexthvato 
Woouryoo 2.) pf tesemeaning as abtered radically 
PLOlmelctawitcimtomOLOPOSed = Or elt, bY Ocler 
scholars: Gaius built a temple "ev 1@ Tadatty" 
that was, on the one hand, voted to him by the 
Senate and, on the other hand, paid for out of his 
Own pocket #("V6cq")t "Clearly, “there “1s some 
CONES FON eIneUroOrsmacCcCOUNtaadt, tiils DOiNt; for, “in 
the second sentence, Dio refers to a second 
temple, “é€renéy te Vewv". Also, this second 


sentence certainly contains two structures. The 


first structure mentioned, however, on the Capitol, 
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is not referred to as a temple but is described 
as a "natdAvotv teva". Now, the substantive 
"xatdAvous" generally is interpreted to mean 
ee viiteteors ogging ands f Can find no instance 
OfeLESeUuSc bye tne Ligure of smetonymy,. to 
represent a temple. a There is, then, a possib- 
ility that Dio has confused the accounts of his 
sources and that there was in reality only one 
temple associated with the cult he is about to 
describe. 

When we turn to Suetonius! evidence, we find 
a possible source for the third century historian's 
confusion. Suetonius openly associates only 
OnewscenpleoswleneenesculteorsGalus invA). D. e403 
SConvupc olan melListicU Lt miGaAlUS |i. . oUuCTONLUS, 


however, ~alsogmentions the fact “that Galus Sin 

area Capitolina novae domus fundamenta iecit," 

and closely associates these foundations with 

the emperor's religious excesses. Gaius, we 

are told, eventually yielded to Iuppiter's 

invitacion, to. live with him ("in contubéernium 
a 


[ug ce pelad Mu ehlilgers me bhan ae bee ie Nevertheless, the 


word "domus" in Suetonius' work is never used to 
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refer to a temple. It is, on the other hand, 
regularly used to refer to the emperor's palace 
or primary residence in Rome.>4 Inasmuch as 

Chew avatTewuUGes |) 1m DiO'S account and the™ “novae 
domus fundamenta" of Suetonius were both situated 
on the Capitol, there can be little doubt that 
both words refer to the same structure. This 
probability is enhanced still further by the 
possible verbal echo of Suetonius' word "contub- 
SEnCUM Ti DLO STdescripelon NaTaAVOLY TUVa" : 
for both words are used to indicate temporary 
lodgings Or brllecs. = hs pDOSS LOL ey Coeh, 


given that Suetonius and Dio appear to have 


Radesi mar SOUrCeES Liat DLO, Wino Started Off his 


description with one temple ("vaov") but ended 
up with two ("eérepov te veuwv"), has confused the -. 
evidence supplied by his sources. I submit, 


therefore, that modern scholars have consistently 
misinterpreted the evidence provided by our ancient 
sources and that, in reality, there was only one 
temple associated with a cult of Gaius at Rome in 
AGDe 40% 


We must return now to the major topic under 
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consideration at the moment; namely the nature 
Onsthescultteort .Galus-atekome:. 

So far, I believe, we have seen that Gaius 
probably did not identify himself with Iuppiter 
anduthat, ianstact,, he .consciously, rejected such 
Su eLOen ti. ciCatron s 2c We have seen also that 
there is a strong possibility that the Senate 
voted Gaius a temple in A.D. 40 and that Gaius 
paid for the erection of this temple on the 
Palatine out of his own pocket. Moreover, if 
we accept Dio's statement that this temple was 


decreed by the Senate, there can be no doubt, in 


my opinion, the the cult was officially established 


aEeLOne mel latmnOrOeriadalsOr.gquast=OLfUC! ail 
documents survive attesting the existence of the 
CulueusenoOt peassbalsdon suggests , feyidence for 
LES SuUnOnL UC alWinature. om Was Gaius, then, 
worshipped officially as a "praesens deus" ? 
I believe that he was not, though the evidence 
FOLeUMLSeOSSeLe Lotus upaLrtLCuULarlywslendex,. 
BinowlweeWwemonemeLOLdsby.D10 (59.626 9.0) that 


Galus eno v ROGwed UEimUucraLO. welhis 1S austatement 


that is supported also by Suetonius (Gaius 57. 4) 
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who tells us that Gaius "Sacrificans respersus 
est phoenicopteri sanguine," 58 (The flamingo was 
one of the "excogitatissimae hostiae" that were 
"generatim per singulos dies immolarentur," 
Gaius 22. 3.) Now, had Gaius become a "praesens 
Geusymetcaitwrtkely thats he would) haversacrifticed 
to himself and is it likely that he would have 
been numbered among the official priests consecr- 
acedecouni sr cultmc== FOremy= pact, L think it 
quite improbable. A god, after all, is one who 
receives sacrifices. A god does not offer 
SacrPrices-= site isenoteworcny Nnere™ that Dro, 
in an earlier passage unrelated to the establish- 
ment of this cult, tells us that whenever Gaius 
impersonated a particular god sacrifices would 
be offered to him: "xavt avté® ual Cxeteta nat 
edyau SuotaL Te Kata PTOOTOCOeY ROOONyYOVTO. (59: 
Zopel0j. There is no suggestion that Gaius, during 
such impersonations, offered sacrifices himself. 
Secondly, there is the testimony of Suetonius 
that Gaius "templum etiam numini suo proprium... 
imceatuic "\Garus 22 eee). There, can=be tno doubt, 
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as an indication of the emperor's religious 
arrogance. Also, Suetonius regularly uses the 
word "numen" to refer to deities of one sort 

or another. ae Nevertheless, it is possible 
that Suetonius has in this instance recorded 
accurately what the emperor did. Suetonius 
does not tell us that Gaius erected a temple 
COpnimsels butaonea winumi nis suo proprium.. 

If Gaius, then, erected a temple dedicated to 
hiss numen, ttaels spossible sto see that, in the 
official establishment of the cult by the Senate 


at. the emperor's instigation, Gaius, so far from 


overtly rejecting the policy of restraint adopted 


by Augustus and Tiberius, actually followed 
60 


Augustan precedent. Augustus himself approved 


Circa A.D. 9 the erection of an altar on the 


Palatine dedicated to his "numen"--the Ara Numinis 


Augusti. 


The line, however, drawn between the cult 


OL the emperor's "“numen" or “genius,” and the cult 


of the emperor as a manifest god was extremely 


fine. ee Outside Italy, Augustus, Tiberius, and 


other members of the imperial family received 
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divine honors. oe Even within Italy, Augustus 


was addressed in terms more appropriate to a god 
than*to -aSmortal*, Gi After Gaius, Claudius, who 
did not become a god during his lifetime, was 
addressedeas deus ]sand*"numen. JeClaudiustalso 
Figures in the quasi-official record of the 
Arval Brethren as "divinus princeps." Ge Nero, 
according to the epigraphic evidence, had 


ee (iter smewortciy 


"Elamanes Gduringehis, reign, 
emphasizing, however, that even this ruler, whose 
excesses were as legendary as those of Gaius, 
rejected a proposal that a temple be erected to 
fam se DivoeNeronis,senanedeum- Honor principi enon 
ante habetur quam inter homines desierit.") ou 
rherescanele, Pietelersdoubty, then, =that, in 
the popular conception at least, the ruling 
emperor was equated with the gods. Nevertheless, 
in official terms, there remained a distinction 
between the divine nature of the emperor's power 
and recognition of the emperor as a "praesens 
GGUS wee DUS) eevenweily as  lesuspect,, the cult 


established at Rome in A.D. 40 was associated 


with the worship of Gaius' "numen" and not with 
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Gaius aS a manifest god, we can assume that, as 
far as possible, Gaius wished to blur that 
Gvesuinie (1 Ol merAccoraing to slietonius. and Dio, 

he sacrificed rare and costly birds, perhaps, 

as Kdéberlein has suggested, as "Vertreter des 
Phé6énix" for the "tdgliche Erneuerung des Lebens 
des Kaisers." one AESO , according #eo=oleronius, 
Gaius placed within the temple dedicated to his 
"numen sa simulacrum...-aureum tconicum. """While 
there may be some doubt that this statue actually 
symbolized the apotheosis of the emperor, there 
can be no doubt that Gaius, so far as Suetonius 
was concerned, wished it to be regarded in some 
sense aS a cult Statue. Ey invplacing the “samul— 
acrum" within the temple, therefore, Gaius 
exceeded by far the restrictions imposed on ruler 
worship at Rome by Tiberius; for Tiberius "templa, 
flamines, sacerdotes decerni sibi prohibuit, 
etiam statuas atque imagines nisi permittente se 
poni; permisitque ea sola condicione, ne inter 


Ssimulacra deorum sed inter ornamenta aedium 


ponerentur." 
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IW 
Conclusions 


In this chapter I have attempted to review the 
evidence for the divine aspirations of Gaius that 
became manifest toward the close of his reign. 
From an examination of the sources for the 
emperor's alleged identification with Iuppiter, 
it has become apparent that there are valid grounds 
for supposing that a charge of impiety against 
Gaius in antiquity was based not on such an 
PadenterCLCalLtOnewith sOr rassimilation, to, the 
SOd peu tmRONsGalusterlyal Gyewith shuippicter, 9 .We may 
agree, therefore with Seneca who stated (De Ira 
i220. 9): SNon puto yparum momenti hance, ezus 
vocem [the challenge] ad incitandas siecle Sheree 
mentes addidisse: ultimae enim patientiae visum 
est eum ferre qui non Iovem non ferret." 
Moreover, an examination of the evidence for 
thewestabilishmenteoL the cult of Gaius in A.D. 
40 at Rome reveals the strong possibility that 


Gaius was not formally deified during his life- 
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time. Indeed, it may be suggested tentatively-- 
our sources allow no certainty--that the cult 
Was set up to honor Gaius' "numen", that is, 
Hiceci Zine epower Or authority. Gitetsupossiple 
also that the cult was established by a decree 
of the Senate and that there was no more than 
one temple associated with it. Gaius, however, 
appears to have followed Augustan precedent in 
the establishment of this cult only insofar as 
it related to the worship of his "numen". Our 
ancient sources make it quite clear that Gaius 
hadpaspirations sto divinity and desired “ta 

Sneo évS—pwrov." These aspirations were gratified 
to an unknown extent in the elaborate rites 

that were associated with the cult and by the 
placement of a "Simulacrum" within the temple 

on the Palatine (the most likely location). 

In the event, however, the cult was extremely 
Shorea lLiveduanid, sonecz4 UuanuaryyA,D. 41,5 Tacos 
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SUMMARY 


This dissertation contains six studies of 
Distom caievop ccm eLie rejqnssoretherrirst 
three Roman emperors Augustus, Tiberius and 
Gaius. 

In the first study it is suggested that the 
future emperor Claudius was indeed born on the 
very day that the monumental altar at Lyon was 
dedicated to Rome and Augustus, that is, 1 August 
LOUSo. Cee thls tinding hasssome relevance in) our 
appreciation of the use of Suetonius as a valid 
Wieterea source. 

The second study examines the evidence for 
the date of dedication of the temple of Mars Ultor 
‘ie Nee LOruUmM OGneAUGUSENS Inez) B.C. The suggestion 
is made that this temple was not dedicated on 
1 August as scholars currently believe but on 
iZeMaye Also, sblutcole evidence’ 1s found £o support 
the continued belief in the existence of a small 
aedicula dedicated to Mars Ultor on the Capitol in 
20=19 BV. 
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of which the first deals with the change in 
praenomen of the elder Drusus and the second with 
Glaudtus'@change in’ cognomen in A.D. 42° 1t is 
suggested that the elder Drusus changed his 
praenomen from Decimus to Nero in 24 B.C. out of 

a desire to associate himself more closely with 

his favored brother, the future emperor Tiberius. 
Claudius, it is discovered, received the honorific 
cognomen Germanicus in 9 B.C. at the time it was 
bestowed by the Senate on his dead father, the 

elder Drusus, and his brother. In A.D. 4, when 

his brother entered the Julian house as the adoptive 
son of the future emperor Tiberius, Claudius 
discarded his current cognomen Drusus and assumed 
what had been until the adoptions his elder brother's 
familial cognomen Nero. 

Lheafourth studysine chaskdissertation is 
concerned with the changes in electoral procedure 
adopted by Tiberius on his accession in A.D. 14. 
Pebis SUgGgeStecdatha.s tacitus did#notternr, as some 
SGhOlarstasserty, invhis statementi) (Ann. 91.15) 
"tum primum comitia e campo ad patres translata 


sunt." Rather, this statement should be thought 
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to refer to a stage in the electoral process 
after the "destination" of suitable candidates 
had been made in accordance with the terms of 
ChemlexeVvalertarCormella, of A.D. 5. 8 At this 
POMC pOLLOrmLOur. Dla athe namessof such 
candidates were announced to the assembled "comit- 
ia centuriata" and were approved or rejected. 
It is suggested that, in the praetorian elections 
of A.D. 14 and in subsequent years, the names 
of "destined" candidates were read out in the 
Senate for approval or rejection and not before 
the "cComitia centuriata." This would explain Gaius' 
experiment in democracy and its failure recorded 
Ie) Oe 50) ee2 One ae 

The fifth study examines in depth the sources 
for the alleged conspiracy of Lepidus and Gaetuli- 
Cus invA. D.. 39. NOsevidence 1s found ito support 
the widely held belief that a plot was formed 
against the emperor Gaius prior to his journey 
NG Goel hee lowrider. Domes O. kA CNet appears 
that Lepidus may have been executed because of 
his adultery with the emperor's sisters and 


Gaetulicus removed because of his incompetence 
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in managing the affairs of his province and 
maintaining the security of the northern frontier 
of the empire. 

ney lasgtasruay in this dissertation 1s 
concerned with the alleged aspirations to divinity 
of the emperor Gaius that became apparent after 
Diserecucnecronecoe onthern campaigns..1n A.D. 40. 
It 1s suggested that the charges of impiety and 
aberration laid by our ancient sources against 
Gaius stemmed not so much from an attempted 
identification with Iuppiter but from his rejection 
ob that wgod., Moreover, 1t -1s suggested that 
there was only one temple associated with this 
man's cult and that it was established not to 
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The historical problems discussed in this 
dissertation are some of those that I have 
pursued to fairly satisfactory conclusions over 
the past three years. These conclusions, however, 
do not assume that no more re-assessment of the 
evidence is possible. Indeed, the nature of the 


evidence, and of scholarly research, necessarily 
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precludes complete agreement on the part of the 
reader. ‘The historical sources for the activities 
of the earlier Julio-Claudian emperors (as for 
Claudius and Nero) appear capable of never ending 
re-evaluation. I should be offended, therefore, 
if future scholars were to accept the fruits of 

my endeavor in the same way that several modern 
scholars appear to have accepted the solutions 
proposed by their predecessors, without the careful 
examination of basic assumptions and each fragment 
of evidence--the primary objective of this 


dissertation. 
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 1 


peevalbcscoybelow*®Chapters3, “il, ='The 
BarbyeName of the Emperor Claudius; ” 

Ppt 4ieeto.- S2/rorraVsimitaresresecetion, of 
the evidence supplied by Suetonius. 
iereextevsethateot M. Lhm, C.. Suetonilz 
Tranquilli Opera, Vol. 1, De Vita Caesarum 
Pibeieheipzi ge (L908) fereorintestuctgart 
(1958). For a more recent edition see 
J.L. Wall, Prolegomena to the Study of 

the Manuscripts of Suetonius, and _a Critical 
Edition of the Lives of Nero and Claudius, 
Diss London e(1968))i 

Iullus Antonius, PIR“: 153f.; A. Fabius 
Maximus, PIR*: Sia els ft 

Suet. Claud. 10. 1, id. 45; Seneca Apoc. 

ay Aide Boma? Dicmcom)2 Fiveelawicoe 5.. 3; 
CIL X 6388; CIL I7: 240 and 248. (The 
evidence of the calendars, f.a. Vallenses 
and the f.a. Antiates, also appears in 


Hesstiildayasc «ouctonin “Trangulllin Vita 
Davin GlaudvLyabDiss .. Groningen *(1896)": l2ff.; 


Keevivelin ; schronelogisch-kritysche 
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Untersuchungen zur Geschichte des Kaisers 
Claudius, Ruprecht-Karls-Universitdt, 


Herdetberg i. B. (1911): 56>"V. Ehrenberg 


and A.H.M. Jones, Documents Illustrating 


ENerhetolssOLeAUGUST Iss andelupenius a 
Spemehaohy ake Iarsy) nee lla 


It is not my purpose here to enter into 
a lengthy discussion of the altar "Romae 


et Augusto at Lugdunum or thesreligious 


ands political sLunctionmofe it and =the council | 


of the Three Gauls. See the references in, 


for example, E. Kornemann, Zur Geschichte 
derganeukengnerrecherkulte, «KlLomL (1901) : 
108-110; H. Heinen, Zur Begrtindung des 
rémischen Kaiserkultes, von 48 v. bis 
Lenin ence rerio (19 1))) eo l29> 157-7 


A. Audin and P. Quoniam, Victoires et 


colonnes de l'autel fédéral des Trois Gaules, 


Callao Usel OS) 8 LOS LL GrerdhesDeIiiInges, 
Die Provinziallandtage der rdmischen 
Kaiserzeit, Vestigia, Beitrdge zur alten 
Geschichte, Band 6, Munich (1965); D. 


Fishwick, The Temple of the Three Gauls, 
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DRogoe glo / 2) 26552 ssid wethemoever. and 
the provincial cult of the Three Gauls, 
Historia 22 (1973): 627-649. See also 

D. Fishwick, The development of ruler 
worship in the western Roman empire, 
ANRWELU 16592 (in press). 

For the ancient evidence for the census 
tPakensby they elder Drusus an 1398.C., see 
mela? eee. USI) Tebley GVA, Bey La elm Seite 
1668 (E.M. Smallwood, Documents Illustrating 
the Principates of Gaius, Claudius and 
Nero, Gampbridgem (196.7 |r0299))r. 

For example, Audin and Quoniam, op. cit. 
(aADOVemne eso) aero ot er Ushwick 1(19:72))is 46. 
For example, T.R. Holmes, The Architect 
Gfeunen holangeempure ,s VOl.82, sOxtord 
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CLO PAs FmiGtem mA OC, Suetone. Vie des 
douze Césars sh Parsee 9 G7))temel oe . 
HOLeROlMtemande ol. Loud, see abovein. 2. 
For aymunicipal cult of Rome and Augustus 
ateLVOnmlatrere ine theprinst, Century, see 
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authorities cited there. 

There are some problems regarding Suetonius' 
formulae for recording the ages of emperors 
aAtetne@wm death.) See, anong others, V. D'tAnto, 
Sylcremeduerrorienel cata. cronologica di 
SUSEON Ose eda LEY Diograrteminord,) AMLE, 
Naples, = Joys) Ly 48 iGev. Sumner , 
Germanicus and Drusus Caesar, Latomus 26 
(E967): 413-435. The birth-date of Titus 

is problematic; for Suetonius' record can 
either refer to 30 December A.D. 41 or to 
BUmDeceMmoe reno. 40 (Summer, .Op. CLE.) 420). 
If Titus was in his forty-second year on 
Hasgdeatheone is sepremuer A.D.) gis (suet. 
cS. iM aD1oO, 06. lo. 4) “then ne siould have 
been born in A.D. 39. According to Sumner, 
however, “<<... Li -Titus—was-born 30 Dec. 40, 
his age at death could be expressed by the 
rounded-off figure gquadraginta unum annos 
natus, which then by conversion becomes 


altero et quadragesimo aetatis anno." See 
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See above p. ll. 
Ongthesidentificationsofmethistaltareider 
Caesaris" with the monumental altar at 
yon peseermishnwickeq1o72\: 47/ Aine 13% id. 
Cho 7) to! EL. 

Sce above tn. 6 Derinpticit ingbekhietaylor, 
The Divinity of the Roman Emperor, 
Philological Monographs of the American 
Philological Association 1, Middletown 
GU9S)e> e200 Varsache: notion that ithe festival 
mentioned in Dio was intended to be of a 
non-recurring nature. Dio's account 

very clearly implies the opposite. 

For example, see Deininger, op. cit. (above 
Gamo l- a2 omen Sages. Wells?) athe iGerman 
Policy tomeAugustus. An Examination of the 
Archaedlogicalmevidence »peOxford (1972): 
267, where Wells accepts Suetonius' date 
of LOB eer 

For the possible existence of a festival 
at Lyon in pre-Roman times, see C. Jullien, 


Histoire de la Gaule, Iv? PAIS a0 2d)e L637 
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n. 4. Jullien suggested that the ducking 
received by Claudius in A.D. 39 when he 
arrived at Lyon at the head of a senatorial 
delegation to the emperor Gaius was adapted 
by that emperor from local custom (Suet. 
Gaius 20-Wer.= Juvyenal. renee IES A28E Fe aE OC 
the survival, perhaps, of a similar cult 

in Gisalpine, Gaul,=see™ Catuilus=17;) cfs 

Th. Birt, Pontifex und sexagenarii de ponte, 
RhM 7551926) 0 124;0HJA.*Khan, Image’ and 
Symboteine Caculbussad, SePao4d (069) seeeirt. 
ang Yo" 

Clim Llaylory Ops cit elapovesn.© U5) 82075 

rie, 0% 

Cf. G. Wissowa, Religion und Kultus der 
Rémer*, Munich (1912): 473£.; Fishwick 
(TO 72 yee Lene OF 

P. Guiraud, Les assemblées provinciales 
dans l'empire romaine, Paris (1887): 45; 

V. Gardthausen, Augustus und seine Zeit, 
Tei Lpeabondeis sheapzig) (13896))e reprant 
Seutroaucem | 964 \ia6 eee lO. Moamilarly, 
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See D. Fishwick, Templum Divo Claudio 
Gansereutunwepreicanniay3au(1972)i2) P71=178 
andebe loweGhapter 2 in. +23. 

Fon the, “constitution” of the Ara Fortunae 


Reducisin slo -B.C. , see the f.a. Amiternini 


Ome 2nOGctoben, (Gil 12; 245) melhe ArasPacis 


Augustae was similarly "constituted" in 
ie. Ge Chae. sAMtberninivandah.a. sAntiates 


for 4 July [CIL I*: 244 and 248]) and 
dedicated one30 January ,9 B-C. Hor the early 


buinacvyaotethewiconstitution: sof «altars 


and stemples)~ssee-Fishwitck op. Cit. (above n. 


218) sele/ Ui weond mene sauUtLhonietesecited: there. 


Hor jthemtexty, esee,O. SRossbach, TisLiviiwaAb 


Urbemeondi tam mabriss reprint, Stubtgart (1959): 


Ph ae Das weOt acOutse ,.is noteato say that 
Suetonius himself never committed chrono- 
logical blunders in the early chapters of 
Huse eiemormelancdaus  eeGt Gland ag el ae2 
where the elder Drusus is said to have 
been "in quaesturae praeturaeque honore 

" 


dux Raetici, deinde Germanici belli .... 


Drusus, however, most probably held the 
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quaestorship in 18 B.c. before the 
Rhaerianveampaign,which beganwingd5e8.C. 
(From a comparison of the phrase "in 
quaesturae praeturaeque honore"” with 
examples of similar phrases to be found 
elsewheresinesuetonius@iiulye2028lsoAug. 
Ae eb 2 ely eNerop4 | er conclude 
Ehatercaemustanetereto.,theractual, tenmiot 
OLlice .Paithmayenot reftersetorDrususHistatus 
QGuagex,quaesloreoreexepractoy. Forgthe 
dispensation Drusus received to hold the 
office of quaestor five years in advance 
of the legal minimum age see the sources 
collected in Stein, PIR?: 196, though see 
Remocagewye bers mm Londenn | VOD 26% 
SuctonlUSpalsOmstates@thateDrususy sac 
post praeturam confestim inito consulatu 
Obie uneGHlaud.2).@s 127fSince Drusus 
Was, Consuiming? EBsC.Mandrurbanh praetor 
Thiele leGaetiismstatement. 1sahands to 
understand, for "confestim" cannot mean 
two years.) Since, however, Drusus was not 


the major topic of the present biography, 
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suchacnronological inaccuracies do not, 
as in Livy's case, make the chronology 

of Suetonius' early chapters as a whole 
Suspect. Claudius is the principal 

SUbj ecto Claude? weeand me tilererorey. Lt 


may be assumed that Suetonius was more 


migcroucmingitsedescriptioneOneClaudius | eointh. 


HOrmeLnesemcOtnsesce: Hi yMattingly Coins 

of the Roman Empire in the British Museum, 
Vole, Augustus to, Vitellius, London 

i OS eect ont Ano RObert Son, Roman 
Imperial Coins in the Hunter Coin Cabinet, 
University of Glasgow, Vol. 1, University 

Ol Glascow,~Oxcord (1962) xxx; )Welis, op. 
Cit ee a DOVemt .anlG)))3 0926.7 7 Audin and Quoniam, 
OOM LEE DOv.Cmll geo )EelOGL. ae Dellinger Op. 
Cle. abovegn.s 0): 100, n. 2. 

See below Chapter 2, p. 23ff. 

See above n. 24 and M. Grant, Roman Imperial 
Money, London (1954): Chee Caciew indsce ac ive! 
taken by Claudius in issuing the Altar series 
at Lyon, see also V.M. Scramuzza, The Emperor 
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eee ee Anca ty HOrUmeAUugus tun. sWasebiLld— 
programm, Monumenta Artis Romanae 2, 

Tubs Gene 96 3): W22e . ees Gardthausen, 
AUGUSTUS Und seine Zeit, Teil Il, Bandi 2, 


DSTO Ar muLotoONeaLeDrint! stuttgart (1964): 


a 


© scrdorh dae meee ees > 
0 on sends) fie weoh-s Reamer BEB. 


an 
eae sylenisian i eee 2901 on Poe e 
Gaiyish. & be a : i= 
= . = = 
apidietht 20 steam pt fo auaaalt 


bil , te g8% 2(2202) eobool a 
.YBSC1, :#1 SR ptlasdseh stasis 10% g.20- lor 
Lest .2,fpaqigad A ,slagnxa 202 we . Pe oe 
“$k oat Agee ‘<0ep ., 239th 4h, EL 
sivhetapad teh eee A gt tt ae avoxis) y 
.v &. now _ eet tnduas tak aioe ints ash * 
ri test), £1 oilz ght. Bi ela ie _ 
vides .3 five sanvels 8/2 21 .n 832,852 
AnalonA 20 yupacl $930 Leo ttasspagit # 
» Eg ae yAALE 5 PERE = (VEEL) acberod, + oma -, 
? some 4.0 a 2 syods) 249. ened a 9 
: (oredr) exediohtent pearwenci be Beats | a owas 
“Bit _260 myzoF bt aated “ae = 
8 — what poneaen:10% — is | 
\naevaisbaet oe eae st, 
“ pa -L2ep sgtek guts fy ma ia 


MPs 


1s 


14. 


476£. Gardthausen suggested that the 

games produced on 12 May commemorated the 
actudterelturn Lo Rome of themlost signa. 
Creel Dee bares, the. Victories op Augustus, 
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E.A. Sydenham, Roman Imperial Coinage, 
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For the date of this poem, see C. Franke, 
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Ehrenberg and Jones, op. cit. (above n. 
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Ch mlOLeecxamole they case Ofernie altar 
"Fortunae Reduci" whose constitution is 
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ie ¢ 245. See. K. Hanell, Das Opfer des 
Augustus an der Ara Pacis, Opuscula 
Romana 2.)(1960).; 65£. where it is argued 
that the date of constitution was the 
more important anniversary; cf. D. 
Bishwick, Templum Divo Claudio Constitutum, 
Bib tan Lamm ou.) sl 7 Of fe. 
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Waldassen (1964): 66ff. showed that the 
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with any temple prior to the dedication 
of the temple in the Forum of Augustus. 
Also, there is the slight possibility 
that Dio's statement (54. 8. 3) reflects 
the formal constitution of that temple 
dedicated in 24BiC. *Seellabove n.V1l8sand 
PAL SiWLChK MOD. Cl. ss above nemecuey 197.7), 
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vellem Cassius et meum forum accuset." 
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Mars Ultor was the temple erected a short 
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accepted, namely that the temple of Mars 
Ultor was dedicated in the Forum of 
Augustussor 12 May 298°C, , we are surely 
presented with a much clearer context 

fore tie cedication of the column sn the 
Forum Traiani--perhaps to this same deity 
Ongpemetay eC lem Ank ye eicmed Wey, OD Cle. 
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For the personal or political advantages 
to be gained from changes or inversions 
in nomenclature, see R. Syme, Imperator 
Caesar: A Study in Nomenclature, Historia 
TO LIS3Ne eh / 2 LESes espectabily M7 3f. 
Seemabove meogd, Syme) (1958): 185£. 
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sources see E. Stein, PIR? Liao Swe 

Che OmuScacevolat aii baminc Jyauct.. “de 
praenominibus, ed. Kempf (1888): 589 
WDUGELSRNOnEDELusequametogamivirilem ss. . 
praenomina imponi moris fuisse Q. Scaevola 
auctor est"; Th. Mommsen, Die rdémische 
Eigennamen der republikanischen und 
augusteischen Zeit, Rdmische Forschungen 
iy 3S leer (USO) a eM eo; eRe nei RE 

TG et 5 0). 

For the calendars, see V. Ehrenberg and 
A.H.M. Jones, Documents Illustrating the 
Reigns of Augustus and Tiberius“, Oxnord 
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BOrearalrsclsslon Of "the chronological 
Problems raised by «Suet. Claud. a. 2, 

"is Drusus in quaesturae praeturaeque 
honore dux Raetici, deinde Germanici 
beliiee. eacee above’, Chapter ly, n. 23°. 
Vome OeisiUsy  assumpevon On cle Loga 
virilis, see Ehrenberg and Jones, op. cit. 
(aboveun, 51) :748. “££. a. Praenestin?z 

COP ADr WL tee lt Cacsar todam Vir tlem 
Sumpsit imp. Caesare VIII M. Agrippa 
PuERcoss = 

MOMNMSenyeeRODe EOrSsCh. fl: oy nn. Wo. 

Mun Zeer Riee so 2.) 747 

CU S57 se barron KRAY Ato. ABKOMOW AIRE PT— 
DO iN a veONerlEe . VON NiNAT yo." . This 
inscription constitutes the only evidence 
used by Mommsen in support of his sweeping 
statement that Decimus was a well-used 
praenomen of the Claudii Nerones. There 
iS PioOWeVerL, nO, wndveation in” chis 

Mine DElOnmCOmJUGtI ry. Chal assert Lon. 

The circumstances surrounding the marriage 


of Livia Drusilla to Octavian and the 


a a —_ 


_ 
fanrvo.one 
. f wey 2 
4, + ¢ 4 = 
unpre 2e-> 
Pa~ t pe 4 oo 
7 ? * 
ey aid PascIgaregss _ 
fe. Lie bee Lily - 
; ator D4 OFS ined See . we * ud 
| 4 2 7 
(-tadgedes oo .2 <8P Vie +6 svats) | a 
r Heped: theres st b2agA PS 
. > - & =¥ “_ ct ¢ s 2 sce 
2600 If 
- * ~ - » » mw 10h : 
v2 * e Ca > = = a - 4 
: io a .zesndl 
- 
wr 465398 234 fda i at 
. Sine Ss brs FIVA-ZOUL 
wrehivea Ving SHe #es05f234rex Lsqito2a 
cnicaawe 22h > PuGGive «i ee Wn bee 
ywu-fléw_E ee win eae? 31 pieek ae 
: z e =a 4 = > 7 
grout 3 emote oe PE bess beet. eis So comers 4 
: ein. G nee 
eidy RE Netesoroacl oN , sovaueit ai 
: « ‘ .- 3 an Tt : 
: ‘ yo ue af 4 pi «- ~ » ae | 
_teisusete Sede yTites( s2 moLsqi Teens - 


: . : 


; pep 
etites an A? 2 ‘ehasosxne asonre i ens 


a n a ss 


eat he om au 08 


= 


op 
ro 
toe 


_ 


: i a. a te 


77 


birth of the elder Drusus are certainly 
shrouded in mystery. Suetonius like 
Raceeusm nnn. wee hOe mond) mandyD1ow (43% 
SetmeClem Vel LepRatiiac 6955. LomPorphyr-. 
admHoure ma remce | 462 /—20) asserts that 
Livia was pregnant when she entered 
Octavian's household (cf. Suet. ROG ole, 
Udit lLOe ene oe Me OUCEONIUSEalsoestates 
that the elder Drusus had the same birth- 
date as the Triumvir M. Antonius, i.e. 

14 January (Ehrenberg and Jones, op. cit. 
[above n. 5]: 45). However, the wedding 
of Octavian and Livia appears to have 
taken place on 17 January (Ehrenberg and 
JOnesseopea cut. (abovern. 7 512° 46)2 Thus 
the birth of the elder Drusus must have 
occurred--on the basis of the epigraphic 
evidence--only a few days before the 
Marriage ceremony, and not, as most other 
sources state, after the wedding (cf. Aur. 
Vince oe? OR UN loa) SOms catcdebyssouet— 
onius (Aug. 62 uchabeOCctaviantes Liviam 


Drusillam matrimonio Tiberi Neronis 
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abduxit" immediately after his divorce 
EROneoCh’ bon ae aWACCOLGIngmtomDlon(4s, 

AP ede cChisnadivorcestookyplacesin39eB<C.. 
Pause sepOSsiblesthatealivia,yeprior £0 
the formal marriage ceremony, cohabited 
with Octavian after she had been betrothed 
to him (so Jd. Carcopino, Précisions chron- 
oOlogiques relatives au mariage d'Octave et 
degtayie @bSAne | Sahavalo29 lire l47—148i wd. 
Le Mariage d'Octave et de Livie et la 
Naissance de Drusus, Rev. Hist. 161 [1929]: 
225-256) 2 eel iisesuggestionahassthe merit 
Ofjexplainingsthe: "“suspicio™ of adultery 
and, not least, of reconciling the sources. 
The witticism " tots evtvyotou “OL TOUUNVA 
LOU ce (Cree Diog48.844. 5) would then 
refer to this period of cohabitation rather 
than to the period following the marriage 
ceremony. The problem may never be resolved, 
Che Stern, PIR® It: 196. Perhaps the 
Suggestion made by G.V. Sumner, Germanicus 
and Drusus Caesar, Latomus 26 (1967) :424- 


AO Mie supmOrrers the best hope fora 


7 a 
soxovih ais sods whegnitomis ‘a pibede 
‘ae 7 am as 
-66) o86 oF ensbsegs A setae 
oo cat Ds a o£ ig . hee agro if a icls . 


a+ rebwe ,ervid ded?’ sidings #4 =. . eet 


* 7 _ a 
ie Dat sano ap_izaem Isaxod ortiz 
=a ~ pat ote «ele weivetsO. ntiw 


* 
44 wes’ essa “ ase feist) cenesPo. 
f PoP ge 3) Wee ,~e-viae 2 
¢ * 7 
-{ ga alvbf- eb. ty. 60ean0"h ogacsat s 
~ a - _ ave 
: > wen ~CAj Boras Sbds Dié tay 
So a ee 
ss 
= 2 o z f io toe oo of hk 
7 : 7 
“r ibe: at ; = 
— htt 
* £3 72. 4 ~ < Se » Fr 
e Th 4 a fs sats s = & cal at 
¢ . 
° t i | ~ 
A = é JEU ro? ev “6 epnes 5 
7 > 
- Z i ~~. — + " ~ 
+ ti eer «@F or saw ¥ 


~orsea 6 ptetreatios Io Soiven, #fn3 eae o Ss 
beissen Sih osniwedot Goizeg 2d), oF nada 


af m4 = —~sn4 - 
.beviore. adoteavey & pil lena by one . aan 


: - 
> 7 


253) matsoo TSM s2° Wie we bev notreayy ae 
I) Ts youn 


es ier usaeso “eowwx8 DAE 


‘SS - 7 7 ¥ . ? = a - 5 ae 
gs xot egoteiteta vai as to ok tr 9a 

-_ = 
a 


ee 


aie 


179 


SQMULOn eC leCanly ma teDlomiceright, (60% 
fav) Meassigning Claudius tcelebration 
Gnmittismoatner'smbirthday tothe year of 
his "accession, A.D.\41 the elder 

Drusus must have been born after 25 
Dantiagy, geelie cuts case ePrisismedles| 
natalis" cannot have been the same as 
thateOPecheeer1umnvVLGeM.eANntonius, With 
thew result@ebartmsuetonius. (Claud. ll. 3) 
has misrepresented Claudius' actual 
statement : "ne Marcum quidem Antonium 
inhonoratum ac sine grata mentione 
transmisit, testatus quondam per edictum, 
tanto impensius petere se ut natalem 
patris Drusi celebrarent, quod idem esset 
GEwaAVIaeS CU leant onl (ito. 

Fore tiesunhappysrontunesror the elder 
Drusus' father, Ti. Claudius Nero, see, 
Dovemhyym@ocagen Op. Cit. (abovern. 6) : 
Oda; ee Cae All Tne sete, so UC tie Dibs, 463; 
Vienne. 2. eoce alsOmabovern® 11. 
Munzen Reels :Seelit.; sSuet. Diao apd. 5 
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T.R.S. Broughton, The Magistrates of the 
ROMowekepuUD ULC, Vol. IL, Pnilological 
Monographs of the American Philological 
ASSOCTatCPvON lo, 2; Clevelandy (1952): 248. 
Coes COUTIEOCN, BOD etc! ©. ADOV emi tas)": 
S2ahEs 

Cf. especially, H. Peterson, The Numeral 
Praenomina of “che Romans; “TAPA 93° (1962) : 


347-354, especially 350f€£. 


POreAuGustus  equandralsitp Oo© the sprothers, 


SCeuwHO@race C€atl+ 4. 4° 2/—-26) (below p. 40')¢ 


Cian COM SO reac mintey 7ue? 0 9 “mt Ome Go oa ae. 


This poem was written in honor of the 


elder Drusus' Alpine victories and, there- 


fore, was composed no earlier than 15-14 
B.C. For the use of the name Nero, see 
especially E. Fraenkel, Horace, Oxford 
CUS) te Zee VOM LeMOUCCUDLeIISmVeLUt 

alin is, schomlbeginningeor the ode rolls 
SOngmiimasmrgicyeperlod OL shui iwenty— 
eight lines until at last it comes toa 
stop with the momentous name of Nerones." 


The elder Drusus' name before his death 
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was Nero Claudius Drusus. For this 

name, and the inversion Drusus Claudius 
Nero, see Stein, Bina LOCC hte 

Another possible context for Drusus' 
change in nomenclature has been proposed 
very recently by Levick, op. cit. (above 
Deeolcm los suevyick argues, that ,sarter the 
LebirnOpel Det le UeCoanievetOm>: a Ly., 
"Tiberius became the heir of a man (evidently 
childless) called M. Gallius; along with 
the property he was to accept the name 

of his benefactor, leaving his brother 

to preserve that of the Nerones." For 
several reasons, however, this argument 
PaAckSecogency mutants tly according to 
Levickisesudqgestions (See also 232,.n. 2), 
the testamentary adoption must have taken 
placesafltere Drustismebircth sand, therefore, 
at the earliest, after Tiberius Claudius 
Nero's divorce from Livia Drusilla, which 
OCCULLeECEDEGbablyvain late Ss9UB.C. (see 
above n. 11). Since, however, Levick 
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Drusus was born after his mother's 


Malmeagee OnOCtavi anson.| jaJaniaryve oo B.C., 


Use Lear hat, sw aCcCOordingse. tO, Gils 
scholar's argument, the testamentary 
adoption of the future emperor Tiberius 
by M. Gallius must have taken place 
after Livia had entered the Julian 
household. This suggestion, however, 
it guite incompatible with Suetonius' 


AaCCOUnTeOtetie adoption, W(Tib wo. 3) ) 


"post reditum in urbem a M. Gallio senatore 


testamento adoptatus hereditate adita 
MOxXMnOMines lt berius i mabstinuit,, quod 
Gallius adversarum Augusto partium 
fuerat." Inasmuch as Suetonius tells us 
explicitly that Tiberius soon abandoned 
the use of the name Gallius because winds 
man had been a member of the senatorial 
party opposed to Octavian, it must be 
considered as extremely unlikely that 
Octavian and Livia approved the adoption 
ina the, first place. It is more, probable, 


therefore, that Tiberius was adopted by 
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M. Gallius very soon after Tiberius' 
Pan wyerecurned ctOmitaly eines Imp. Ceo — 
especially in view of the fact that 
Tiberius' father was himself a member 
of the party opposed to Octavian. In 
anvacase, alter themmarrlagesin 30 B.C. 


Tiberius (out nou Deusus, Dio 46. 44. 4—5) 


became the ward Of Cctavian (Tac. Ann. Ll. 3: 


Cmreceader OD eC | ta aDOVerl «ol ssl ).. 
The testamentary adoption, then, must 
have taken place some time before Livia's 
marriage to Octavian, in which case 

Drusus was not yet alive and, as a result, 
would have had some difficulty in changing 
his name for the reasons suggested by 
Levick. 

See Stein, PIR@ Pie Oc Lee lOmnsen,, 

CIL VI 4376. 

For the adoptions in A.D. 4, see also 
Tacoma wel mess, On, GspeCciaLly Suet. 


Tib. 15. 2 where the correct sequence of 


AdODELOnemUSHOuVen: “GalOreteluCloO, Intra 


triennium defunctis adoptatur ab Augusto 
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Simul cum fratre eorum M. Agrippa, 

coactus (Tiberius) prius ipse Germanicum 
fratrdsmsoult,libiumeadoptare. = eCr. H.uUe 
Instinsky, Augustus und die Adoption 

des Tiberius, Hermes 94 (1966): 323-343, 
especialy S237 en meee Instr Lie ty 
"Sic enim et divus Augustus non ante 
Tiberium adoptavit, quam is Germanicum 
adoptavit: ut protinus adoptione facta 
incipiat Germanicus Augusti nepos esse." 
Neem 2mm. 2ler—Seeck Rhee 36 978A.E. 
Pappano, Agrippa Postumus, CP 36 (1941): 
31; E. Kornemann, Doppelprinzipat und 
Reichstellung im Imperium Romanum, 
Revpzmg—Bem ine cr930 yi: 2455. > M.-H. 
Prévost, Les Adoptions politiques a Rome, 
Publications de le'Institut de Droit Romain 
demiMiniversutendesParis § 65>) Paris 1(1949) 
S5fh alr. Lesuisse,) ti Saspect héreditaire 
de la succession impériale sous les Julio- 
Glaudtens,) RECg30 (962): 933 Ssumner, op. 
Gave. Be Caboviern “eil) AV3—435)) BEMaleviiok, 


Drusus Caesar and the adoptions of A.D. 4, 
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Dasoniise2 oe -Ul966 iss 22/-244) Sideeop. Cit. 
(e0OVCR imo) 649i. elem alla On Ulla 
Liem LrOunger, ss GatOMmus #359)(19/O)M. So lo- 35. 
The reason for the adoption and the 
chronological problems associated with 
Germanicus' birth are not apposite here. 
For a discussion of Germanicus' early 
name, see below Appendix, "The Early 

Name Of) GermantcuspoeppieecolatO 296% 

For the cognomen Germanicus, see also 

i Kayanto, iesiatene Cognomina, coc. 
Serentesrenm--Gonm. Hum. Litt. 36 2, 

HES mnie IOS jes 2;-) 201. Bon the name 
of Tiberius' own son, Nero Claudius 
Drusus, see PIR?: LW 

Bele coc) men imo meerio Cee nor Lie sVlew = cilia t 
Claudius retained the cognomen Drusus, 


SGcmiweoMT dayweG wmeSUCtOnlie it randusl li 


VibaevEvieGloldiie: Diss. Groningen’ (1896): 


Lan 
See aboveyneec |, Groag, loc. cit. 
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TULOU FeunouvlLOv ULGTOV oVm Tho TOU 

Tatoos é€nwvuptas TH ToecBuTepw THv Tavbuv 
‘Pwyatou mapexercvoavto." See Mommsen, Die 
Familie des Germanicus, Hermes 13 (1878): 
262£ (Hermes 13. [1878]:) 245-265 = 
Gesammelte Schriften, Vol. 4, Berlin 

Mo OG lO 90e a hOomea Giscusslon ot the 


word "étuvuyulas ineDlo: Hrgrad 4), ssee 
Mommsen, ROémische Staatsrecht, Leipzig 

Gl3 O18 Oo) FeO no sa 3 etl ee 

A. Momigliano, Claudius, The Emperor and 
His Achievement) sees Giese erecha ean: 
Cambinc GemmG lo One, eer Vy aM oCramuzza, 
The Emperor Claudius, Cambridge, Mass., 
(G94 0) eo selena fie Der .pOllult sche 
Hintergrund von Senecas Apocolocyntosis, 
HUSEORuame melo 66) s wliel Deh mpe:, 
Untersuchungen zur Kontiniutdt des 

frthen Prinzipats, Historia-Einzelschriften 
Se Whe Sbadenag bo. G2). 59 f. 

CLOaU ALO CRG LG en (ADOVCn lw) carder rank, 
GlavidwusmandethesPavian [nscription, 


COp nS Sr eee (LOU 889s! jk. Kneissl, Die 
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Siegestitulatur der rdmischen Kaiser, 
Hypomnemata 23, Gottingen (1969): 30-32. 
PGanig Ole Canc | (ADOVEmnN 250): 992% 
(Frank's radical suggestion was aimed at 
dislodging Claudius from being considered, 
even to a small extent, as a member of 
the imperial household. Cf. Mommsen, 
BepaacemsachiseceseLisch—(1850) sy3l5tf; 
Vie temeiomUsialmincespretat1 on or CilL V 
6416 as presenting Augustus' final 
settlement of the succession problem is 
expressed.) 

Chanleswomeh, sCAH slg (1934) 24975). 

V. Gardthausen, Die Namen des spdteren 
Kaisers Claudius; 3BpW 40 (1908): 1263£.,; 
Meno tlagt pele Date. of thesinscruption 
OfeClauaLusmoOnnEenemATChAOslicinum, 

ATA SAO LOS 6) ies 4-322) |The Lneeiad pievon 
is a dedication to Medullina Camilli f. 
Ti. Claudii Neronis Germanici sponsa 

Dye Nemepedagogucm (Gliex (6.561). seine 
inscripelonmeuis probably co bewpilaced 
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Croatica LUre aDOvenn wee nm meV vell, 
Chronologisch-kritische Untersuchungen 
zur Geschichte des Kaisers Claudius, 
Drscemnetaeltberg 1. 9B. (L9li eat or: 
Roers so eeLOCe Cit. (ADOVEe TN. a25) 1.5, For 
Germanicus' early name, see below pp. 291 
Bowe Jom 

MOMEGL 1 anOwelOoCce CLE. / (above. 24), 
places the adoptions in 4 B.C.--surely 
a LortuLtous error: The error is made 
worse by the statement in the same note 
that all the Cornelii Lentuli bore the 
cognomen Gaetulicus. Cossus Cornelius 
Nemculusm(COse A.De 2D, PIR*: 335), the 
elder son of Cossus Cornelius Lentulus 
GaciliaCuUSemaiCOccemiais. Car, PIR* : 333) did 
not receive his father's honorific 
cognomen. The younger son, however, 
Cn. Cornelius Lentulus Gaetulicus (cos. 


Rebs eZ 6 PIR@: 338f££.) did receive the 


name. 
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Suet. Claud. 1. 3, "praeterea senatus 
inter alia complura marmoreum arcum cum 
tropaeis via Appia decrevit et Germanici 
cognomen ipsi posterisque eius." 

Onethis point, see Smilda, op. ‘cit. 
(ADOVerIY e210) eel O,. 

On the development of the use of the 
name Caesar, see, especially, L. Lesuisse, 
Le titre de Caesar et son evolution au 
COUrsmOcm ais LOUrendewl.cmpine;s LEC 

DRSY GUENG Ne) PETAR) 7) 

Cre mecOrecxample; Aug. 342,, 64.01, 101. 


Px Mine: JS) 4 hy Ans) Toads 


For instances of similar phrases in 
HacitucsemCcacsatemc lCeLoO,) Sal lust, and 
Curtius, see, cspecially, R. Enghofer, 

Der Ablativus Absolutus bei Tacitus, 

Diss. Julius-Maximilians-Universitdt, 
iohevaepbinctss (hee aks) Gam MOM We A  velielel Leek 
authorities cited there. For a further 
discussion of the phrase "fratre adoptato" 


(Claud. 2. 1), see B. Mouchova, Adoption 
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und Testament in Suetons Kaiserbiographen. 


Ein Beitrag zur Erkenntnis des Wort- 


schatzes bei Sueton, Acta Universitatis 


Carolinae, Phil. et Hist. 5, Graecolatina 


Bil 6 Oto O38, seSDeCcilallye5o—5 oO. 


HoraceyCar. 4. 4. 27£. (See above n. 17) 
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 4 


CeDeehisner, Cornell: tacit. Annalium 
ab Excessu Divi Augusti Libri, Oxford 
CE90 6G) 

See W.K. Lacey, Nominatio and the 
elections under Tiberius, Historia 12 
Uo Ge-mnloy — 970 -e8o. Mee Levick, 1 impeLial 
control of the elections under the 
early Principate: Commendatio, Suffrag- 
aAGLoymand se NOominatio, ” Historla 16 
CE967)§: 20 /=28020A. Eb. Astin, "“Nominare" 
in accounts of elections in the early 
Principate, Latomus 28 (1969): 863-874; 
M. Pani, Comitia e Senato. Sulla trasf- 
ormazione della procedura elettorale a 
Roma nell‘aeta di Tiberio, Bari (1974): 
35-80 and the authorities cited there. 
For lnommauion wasa- Legally detined 
power, see, especially Th. Mommsen, 
Rdémische Staatsrecht =, Li, Leipzig 
(GUBCHENPARSHS ESD ieee Thee Toker, el feyiel “pep 
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Pi CnereenewL ek Lung, lanre 992)": 356 and, 
for an earlier discussion by the same 
author, Die Wahlreform des Tiberius, 
Festschrift Paul Koschaker, I, Weimar 
(963 Dee Ree 

For this view, rightly rejected by 
Levickrops "ere, “(above n. 2) :" 214-276. 
Cf. A.H.M. Jones, The elections under 
Augustus, JRS 45 (1955): 33; Mommsen, 
POCe Cite CaDOVesT. 2)i:) O'Brien, Moore, 
RE@oUp Ol Dewormy oUlmG se lip lLetcig, 
Principe e magistrati repubblicani. 
Ricerca di storia augustea e tiberiana, 
ROMeCw Lo OSyeaeler st. ba2re.s M. ©Hammond, 
The Antonine Monarchy, Rome (1959): 266. 
See, for example, Lacey, op. cit. (above. 
Wee) el er wece Visscher, ‘Tacite ‘et 
les réformes @léctorales d'Auguste et de 
Ti bere wectudmminwonore di Vv. Arangio—Ruiz, 
Bip Naples (1953) 423.. 

HeViCkmeGpwecLion “(above nN. 2): 218. See 
now B. Levick, Tiberius the Politician, 
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fieacdr tion to. thewauthorities cited 
above, see also D.C.A. Shotter, Elections 
UNCereerverras, COVO0( 196 6)i-o21 2332 
(especially 323ff); R. Frei-Stolba, 
Untersuchungen zu den Wahlen in der 
rémischen Kaiserzeit, Ztirich (1967): 130- 
U4ou(espectabiy (40ffs) + 9M... wPaladini, 

Le votazioni del senato romano nell'eta 
Gi lravaionmatnendeumes7 (L050): 1260, 1+ 
ak Gi 

Coemeosit tit, mODerC Lin ((abOVel I. 2) o/0Lr. 
PreveaocolpaygmODerCiL. (above mn. oO) > Least. 
GEe end Ce Vy aeOD Ree Gora a DOVCElawe2 etm 7 04 
Revere lAcreUs OxLOrd (1958) s yoo + 
ShGeCe Ww mrOUMECI Gere (ADOVE™ml. 6 )§t 5205) ingeo > 
RevichmoDeaco be mt abOve nn. 2) 3) 2245 wel 
SLOlDa OD WEG LU ADOVem lon OG: Lo4, No 243 
DabapOOue Gilt we (CADOVE Il. © 2):s) 7. 

Crm OneoVwmOD smc. Lome (ADOVe 1. 95) 2 =Lo. 
ASElitmO Drm Ce aAlDOVe lls 2)e 071. this, 
OLbmcOUnse, us lacey’ s view Of the electoral 
Process a ter A.D. 145 “According to Lacey, 


a list was drawn up in A.D. 14 by Augustus 
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and was accepted by the Senate out of 
reverencesronstheidead auprinceps... in 
later years, however, Lacey concludes that 
thewsenate vdrew up avlist of "nominati” 
C187. eo yee 

Ci aeASeen eG Cast (abDOVern 2 ins Lent 
fo eewcethatk point Tiberius could have 

been urged to read out one or two more 
names, viz. those who came next in the 
returns, thus in effect adding to the 
number of praetors,." 

Cf. M. Gelzer, Zur neuen Germanicus- 
Insehruenenestsoonnpee stur eRe Egger, Ll, 
Magen aici tls o2)) se o4t ee Al Choughabacey, 
EORIGKAND Vey mob ectsato: Syme ¥s svaew (loc. 
Cian above an. 6S |) tiatechesprovisions 

of the Lex Valeria Cornelia were ieeennee 
TexXESiaC. ee lLin Ae Deen) eis. Owneconclusvons 
(see above n. 9) that the Senate became 
responsible for drawing up a list of 
"nominati" has the same result of reducing 
the effective power of the "destination" 
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OO pec meDOVe Ne 2)en 871° Jones Op. 
GUC miADOVewT., Sy: 13tt. oe A Byunt, 

pie hexsValexta,Cornelia a wRSe5l (1961). 
(Soper. hee GCOONVCary a memAnna s.Or 
Pacis wmeOOkSe lye 6, Cambridge (1972): 
193.. See also. the authorities cited below 
Dues Or. 

The literature on the Tabula Hebana is 
immense. See, especially, G. Tibiletti, 
Ligcunzionamencto dei comizi  centuriati 
alla luce della Tavola Hebana, Athenaeum 
27m AD ee LO-24 5H eNesselhaub, Die 
neue Germanicus-Inschrift von Magliano, 
Ha Som tow eu 5 Jee 5— ES rede lia 
CortcyanainGuicw ce cultura nella Tabula 
Hebanay mere Lael 9 50) 09-1 17. de 
MiSscherymuapdcotinatio, ibid’ I1e-131; 
Arado UE OLOemnOgat LOsem LU LOrma del. COM 1 
Genmeualatie ibid. LOS SHO! Oh. @feterenigs = Leake 
NenoOr So mDoOstumme ae Germanic oO jai .3) 15 
157; M.A. Levi, La Tabula Hebana e il 
Vadoresstorico,, ibid. 158-170; WwW. Seston, 


Germanicus héros fondateur, ibid. 171-184. 
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Porvetie=text Of themMasertption, see 

Pewee VLoSCner lea Gde bbawscorte, C., Gatti, 
eee tee ee Ae O50 eo lu enesse Mhaut, 
OD. Clee peeoo=LO08: J.H. Oliver and R.E.A. 
Paltem,.ext OL the Tabula Hebana, AJP 

fom toa) 225-2497 5). Ehrenberg and ‘A. 
Heilesuones, Locuments Illlustratingercie 
Reigns of Augustus and Tiberius an 

Ox tongs (1955) iy O-G0nenO. 94a,, 94b3" U. 
Coli, Nuove osservazioni e congetture sulla 
"tabula Hebana," Ea weS C9527) "2-69 0 — 163 ss 

J. Béranger, La démocratie sous 1'Empire 
romain; les opérations 6éléctorales de 

Va Tabulaghcbanaset lay destinatio, MH 

Pa Clo Sie esto -240serani,.OpD, Cle. (above 
nm. 2)aeemeoce also, the other authorities 
ClECA wire thisecnapter. 

Apeleds aac lates Ultd  ee so) When 
Similar honors appear to have been voted 
LOUSUsticm Ne eVounged. FOR. the, SO=called 
Tape cueaiay see lilies MOMMSeT yy 2 pil. ep. 
9 (1903): Ll = Gesammelte Schriften, I, 
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OlizvereanosPaAlMer,.Op.a Cit. eabove n. 12): 
248, that the Tabula Ilicitana (found near 
Elche in Spain) is actually another copy 
of the "rogatio" in honor of Germanicus 
Une, eel sees sh. GlOrs, eTabulasllicitana, 
Lucca eee > ONis a2 0e2 82. 

Scere lOrecxamples, He S qotaveley,a Greek. and 
RomanmvOLingpandseLHiections,. London..(.19)/2 ): 
2602) a0) mood pel Oe RonGo W107 5) 20 lye Pani, 
OD PEChss A DOVee wee ee LOtt. ah Midian, 
Them Emperors insthe. Roman World, (31, BE-AD 337), 
hOndOnsEC LI.) 3a 302—3.03% 

Devick MOD .meCLi above. Nn. 2 )iece4.. 
SORMUCH is seled ile crOmet Nem raCtatila 

Drusus was already consul designate; 
taCceeAnn glee liye cl lacey, Op. cit. (above 
Nam eder Loot | 
Here Intollow the traditional date (cf. 
EownOo! a Wanhmiatetd DerlusecdasarPringtpat 
tibernommen ?, Hermes 68 (1933): 106-115; 
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Jahres 14 .n. Chr. und der Regierungs-— 
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WaSmUnm@pagt sae LeoSsilteOr prio neconsultation 
between Tiberius and the Senate. Clearly, 
Such) a Suggestion cannot be correct for 
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patrem et corpus eius humanis honoribus, 
nomen divinis honoratum, primum principalium 
eius operum fuit ordinatio comitiorum quam 
manu sua scriptam divus Augustus reliquerat. 
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Caesaris, proxime a nobilissimis ac 


sacerdot[al]ibus viris destinari praet- 


Oribus contigit, consecutis ut neque post 


nos quemquam divus Augustus neque ante 
nos Caesar commendaret Tiberius." 

See A.J. Woodman, Velleius Paterculus. 
The Tiberian Narrative (2.94-131), 
Cambelagewm  loi@ar: ae ii. 

PnweaAgd + LOnmtoO. WOOCMan set-OGe Cit. (above 
Dene 2 pes Come re il-StOolba, OD. Cit. e(above 
Ti Oy see a5 te 

Ciara cey ma OD Cit me ( A0OVGell. wise 1/07 
wee LL beniuss Was not in tne Nabit, of 
altering Augustus' arrangements." 
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For a contrary opinion to Jones' belief 
that Augustus allowed some freedom of 
choice to the "destination" centuries, 
see Brunt, op. cit. (above n. USI) Pe 2 RicO os 
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Augustus' part. If we accept that 
Tiberius consciously attempted to follow 
Augustus' lead in the earlier years of 
Hhissreign tte isivery probable that his 
PSstralo nO veds 1 na ldC Ann wee 1 ne 
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Augustan precedent. For Augustus' 
Lestrainencr.. suet ssAUg. 50! 1% 

DiC Ooo at mm OOD 4) Clt. (aDOVe sn. 
Pio; maLrgucctuate them. COmMia.a «had 

no real freedom to choose candidates for 
Chote e Mera Lite Do me ehdteinea spare cular 
year the emperor cared little which of 
the qualified candidates was successful; 
thus in A.D. 7 Augustus presumably observ- 
ed neutrality until the disorder compell- 
ed him to intervene and 'appoint' all the 
magistrates." Another view, however, is 
Cit Lewes DemmOmAUCIS Luss ULdenOt  aACtl— 
vely influence the elections until the 
CiUStuLbedmyCameOte AwUeaneiee) ine A.D..48, 
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favored candidates because he wished to 
avoid the type of disturbance that occurred 
Inge otSeaisturbance was caused, 
to my mind, by an unaccustomed freedom 
of choice. In some respects, then, the 
Situation was Similar to that which 
evidently confronted Gaius in A.D. 38-39 
(CH mE Om > no re O20 = 4h 

Dron Senses hor Cr oueL. Aug. Ore 
There is no evidence to Support the 
contention that Augustus' list of favored 
candidates comprised all the available 
appointments. In fact, the evidence of 
Suetonius clearly implies the opposite 
and Tiberius himself appears to have 
accepted the "professiones" of candidates 
who did not gain his personal recommend- 
qeLOn dow canaidati Cacsaris (lac. Ann 
Pec Oye ad cused ie Ali. | veo. 
appears to suggest that Tiberius was less 
restrained than Augustus. 

Accepted by Bevick, among others. “See 
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WOOdMatnsOD. 1 Cut sen (aADOVe wn wile aac oot. 
(especially, 237), suggests that the 
"ordinatio comitiorum" included a change 


in the electoral procedure: “Augustus 


had been planning to transfer the elections 


from the people to the senate: he died 
before he could carry out the plan, which 
WaSppuUutLmInecoOvyOperations by Tiberius in 


A.D. 14." Such a suggestion, however, 


cannot be correct. The consular elections 


had already taken place at the time of 
Tiberius' accession, presumably under 
the terms of the Lex Valeria Cornelia 
PELOLeeOmcNem change recorded by @Tacitus. 
Had Augustus wished to make the change, 
which incidentally Woodman believes to 
have affected aden elections: at Rome, it 
would surely have affected the consular 
elect onsmin ASD.el45 In any case, 
PAiGiicummbecOud sl soeclean, Waatevyer change 
ineelectorals procedure woccurred inyA.D. 
ive thatechange wassetfected by Tiberius. 


There is no evidence at all that Augustus 
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had anything to do with the change. 
There is the clear possibility, then, 
that the change in electoral procedure 
recorded by Tacitus refers only to 

the praetorship. This suggestion has been 
accepted by Béranger, op. cit. (above 

Tee eee SUPT eT aACrtuG! admpetted 
confusion over the manner by which consuls 
were selected throughout Tiberius' reign 
(Annee pew oi )and his statement, which may 
On iyereGiereto nD. O00, thatweicomitira 
pPracsronumeacbicEloesenatus haberi™ (Ann: 
LAO One) te 

Lacey OCC le em abDOVern - 2)': (70 r. 
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G.W. Clarke, The Destinatio centuries 
ine ae sHuStonmia 213.1(1964) = 383f.. 
ChwmeolivemeandsPalmer, Op. cit. (above 

Hee eee Lolipplementany noterby J.H.0..) . 
See above n. 28. 
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In addition to the authorities cited so 
Eareioeloisechapter,ssee.l.R. Taylor, 
Roman Voting Assemblies, Ann Arbor 
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Om =perhaps,. .cast..their votes in favor 

of other candidates whose names were not 
put forward by the "destination" 
Centuries; Ch, =tOm example, Staveley,” op. 
Ci. (ADOVeR tmetdeelL 72) 219% 

Glas Syme canpUc wumeey otaveley,  Opamc lt. 
(ADOVeR nee Ata Loy 2 li) b2mand yn. 233 
Vite ee: Aten creme. Goer 

TAG wenn. lb.) “he standard view Chat 
the centuriate assembly possessed after 
A.D. 14 the theoretical right of rejecting 
Gandidates Wat this Stage ‘oLe the’ electoral 
process makes nonsense of this statement of 
TacCLeusess 9 ..e8tlanl ad eam GLeEM,* Cts. 
potissima arbitrio principis, quaedam 
tamen studiis tribuum fiebant." Here 

I must agree with Woodman, op. cit. (above 
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lesser magistracies, there is in reality 
DOsrerorencesroOuthom: Ct we Levick £00. aClt. 
faboOvenn wee jms lO, an ge44-uGelzer, Kleine 
Schriften ,wll,»sWiesbaden, (1962) 22365: 
glacirrus denktyUrrei lichabel tribus Janedes 
Gesamtvolk." 

Sabepe latnervand Tl. Ashby, A, lopogmaphical 
Dictionary of Ancient Rome, London (1929): 


260 Ce aAy LOT, mODemECL i. (aDOVogn. 2402): (48fr. 
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The last recorded recorded trial for 
"perduellio"--the chief judicial responsib- 
ility of the centuriate assembly was that 
Gre CemcaDi Use imo SRE. ChB moee C1CCEORPRrO 
Rabo je biOgo/. 20 ;pouct.) Luleyl2.. seer also 
Tayi OG ma OD EC Lite abOVCeE Nemes). LOST. 
Evidence for the exercise of legislative 
functions by the centuriate assembly 
virtually disappears in the first century 
after Christ. Indeed, the legislative 
responsibilities of this assembly and their 


relations to comitial legislation in general 
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is a thorny problem deserving of a 
monograph. In simple terms, we should be 
able to discern a difference in comitial 
legislation between enactments of the 
"“comitia centuriata" and enactments of 

the “comitia tributa" and, perhaps, the 
ECOUCTELUN@DLEUIS summeAcCCOrding COW. 
Derbenam, Bi we/l2i, alter the enactment 
of the Lex centuriata de potestate 
Cenrsortaeore2o B.C. Cob eteDLOe> 4a ar oUerc. 
AUG ea) ereet Ie Leet Sev. LOCI Ces ONd yO EScOoMmiaial: 
legislation coming before the "comitia 
tributa" and none for similar legislation 

by the centuriate assembly. While such 

an assertion may be doubted, I can find no 
single example of a “lex rogata" certainly 
voted upon by the "comitia centuriata" after 
the death of Augustus. The Lex Iunia 
(Norbana ?) concerning manumission is uncert- 
Arye mos ce OmLOMm ly (bec. OLeAw) «elo and, like 
Lie@hexmotiirageet Lolita (A. 7 Jmond theo bex 
Petrontar tae servis t) (A.D. ol #&),—could well 


have been a "lex data" promulgated on the 
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authority of the magistrate without 
requiring a vote by the assembled 

"Comitia centuriata." The Lex de Imperio 
Vespasiani (A.D. 69-70) is anomalous in 
that it contains elements of expression 
appropriate to a "Senatus consultum" rather 
tian cOeLhiem lexerogata. Lt purports to: be 
(GE euarnimnon Gd) aon eC Lt ean ADOVe =! eo Ik ol 6) 
The "Lex de abrogatione" passed by Domitian 


(Tacyuhistess.64 128 Vabrogatisinde —Legem 


ferente Domitiano consulatus quos Vitellius 


dederat ...") is considered by Hammond, 

OD eC bin meal OVE@h 7 83))56 54 S70 Ne foe O be ma 
law passed by the centuriate assembly 
"since this assembly elected the consuls." 
If, however, the suggestions made in this 
chapter are accepted, Hammond's erent Mis 
clearly invalid. In any case, this law 
could also havepbeen promulgated asva “lex 
data me lhem las terecornded (olece sor comitial 
legislation was an agrarian law passed by 
Nerva, presumably through the "comitia 
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POCec cacy a D198 472 1%, 3.8.1) % ein 
addition to the authorities cited here, 
see also G. Rotundi, Leges Publicae 
Popwulas Romanw,, Mian a(19t2)e 109-113, 


463-471. 


tbe 944° — Ci ix 2342. On this inscription 
(the reading is that of Ehrenberg and Jones, 
CUCL mE ACON Ge) geet: US EnO vcs) see 
Mommsen, CIL, ad loc.; R&émisches Staats- 
recht *, II: 923, n. 1; Dessau, ILS, ad 
1OC.. )the reading accepted here and by ali 
modern authorities may be inaccurate. 

Crem lanl lO Dame Hes (ADOVCt.2) cma yt. 

See A, Degrassi, I Fasti consolari dell' 
impero LOMATOeC alam Vek GCr sods 61570 aera, 
Romey (L952) ray core Lo ot aM. sItinLoseo.Lanus 
TOLQUALUSM COS Er seeLo ti Cin,  NOWSVer, 

a Dee Cie ro One see DOVE 6S) sae Goi. 
Cla, LOmsexaNbple wocavVeley OD. cCit. 

(ADO VGmi en Amen fo. )iseee Olyeed) tne 2 eee Vic, 
ODve Clee me(abOVG an ee2)er e220 
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See above p.64f. andn. 53. 

peewee Ruggiero ,«Dizlonanlosnpldratico 
di antichita romane, Vol. 2, Part 2, 
Spoleto (1910), sreprints Rome .(1.961))': 

OO t/t Oper O22) eles Nemina dubia um 
erat, quin Q. Fabius omnium consensu 
desEinaretun,scumgue set spracrogativacr et 
primo vocatae omnes centuriae consulem cum 
L. Volumnio dicebant." See also Livy 

Selo a5 wig letiabenhls WeCves a aie bret ye thee Oar) Ane 
Suetonius Dom. 10. 4: "Flavium Sabinum 
alterum e patruelibus, quod eum comitiorum 


consularium die destinatum perperam praeco 


non consulem ad populum, sed imperatorem 


pLrOnuntaasscu Meant .e also, Wace eHist . 
2. 71: "et Valerium Marinum destinatum 


apcalbDamconsulemmaletulm te sel. 
Seer alsomULigy 9755507537 7593" de Ruggiero, 
SDRC Linn aADOVe. Demo oesmels//L 1m 

After Gaius had rescinded Tiberius' 
AthanoSmen comeing. De, 738 (DIO Moa Oi aRG 3; 


the experiment was seen to fail because 
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of the lack of experience of the people 
Impeconducting anyebusiness | ¥veiaguseouca” 

Thus, the result of Gaius' experiment was 
that "to wev oOxnua ths Snuoxpatvac" was 
preserved without purpose. Gaius, therefore, 
Eevertedsrowkiberius' tanrangementst GPDio¥s 
evidence at this juncture can only have 
Relevance pultenegtowira ling Onworpatcag" 
refers to the penultimate stage ina 

comitial election, i.e. after "destination" 
and before the declaration of the names of 
those who had been elected. If it was 
merely the function of the "destination" 
centuries that were assumed by the Senate 
inpAeDa 14) the e"formeof democratic 
government" would have been preserved already 
by the maintenance of the theoretical ene 
of the remaining centuries of the "comitia 
Centugwat dust OwacCepmrouyreject gthe 


candidates thus "destined," whether or not 
only the appropriate number of candidates 
presented themselves for the same number 


of posts available. 
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declarator in campo" clearly indicates 


aimet eee One the senate. rane os.) 205 
yields the same result: "perpessus es 
longum illud carmen comitiorum" does not 
show that Trajan was theoretically unaware 
of the election results when he first 
entered the Campus Martius, but that he went 
there to hear that he’ had been elected 
CONlc eC Lemna ImnOnc esOD ee? te abOVe tl.S) < 
32577.) 0). ne same interpretation should 
also be applied to Dio's description. of 

thes elect ons =1ne a. Ds so2e (58292018 3-—4)% 
teelse ev dere ne LOW Sseaccounte (Cconiura 
Woodall. Opes crue fabovern. 22)" 226)™that 
the candidates were already assured of 
gaining office--a clear indication that 
Cieseleclloneiadmalready) taken place=— 

but were "co te tov Shyov “abv TO TARSOS 

wir ttavovies Uresetuvunt o™ to "hear ithe 
formal declaration of their success 
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declaration could candidates who had been 
elected to office be considered as 
magistrates designate. This was the very 
last stage in the electoral process which 
took place, before A.D. 14, after the 
candidates "destined" by the "centuriae 
Caesarum" had been accepted (or rejected) 
by the assembled "comitia centuriata." 
Chee, (Eat Swi Gre BOTOTOC CTOOCOeLyICVOS = 
"consul designatus." Even after the 


centuriate assembly had ratified the 


selection of the prerogative or "destination" 


centuries, the presiding magistrate could 
refuse to make the formal declaration 
Lhateasparercular sindividual had been 
elecredrmch., sespecially: sPani mop. cle. 
(ADOVEnTi aya una Ot. 

On the problems presented by Pliny (also 
Pan. Pitkey Waa oe Ep. 3. 20, where the 
election clearly occurs in the Senate), 
secu espectal ly, Shocter, Op. ecit.: Wabove 


iano Noli Mavenot ben ledi cinatescoyuse 


Pliny to support the suggestions made here. 
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 5 


See, for example, the many authorities 
cited by E. Meise, Untersuchungen zur 
Geschichte der Julisch-Claudischen 
Dynastie, Vestigia, Beitrdge zur alten 
Geschichte, bandel07) Munich. (1969) 3 91; 
most of the scholars to whose works I 
have referred in subsequent notes, and 
especially, J.C. Faur, La premiere 
COuspEratron contre Caligula, RBPhH ot 
(E953) els oUswoitch=comprises: the mose 
recent detailed analysis of the alleged 
COnSDiITacy. 

Cheam lets Commo DMC Leen (ADOVE? 1) a1 l) tee 9 Loi, 
245f£. Also, A. Bergener, Die fuhrende 
Senatorenschicht in frtihen Prinzipat 

CUA —m OGM mehie rms s < bOnny 1905): 
119ff. The motives that have been 
attributed to the supposed conspirators 
are legion and include such topics as 
Jealous yMOlmties DabwreOnm LUbta whi Villar or 


Agrippina, desire for political advantage 
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or power, the need of those promoted 

by Seianus for personal security, and 
reactions against Gaius' cruelty, his 
hellenizing or egyptizing tendencies. 
Such motives--no matter how reasonable 
they appear in themselves--can act 
neither as proof nor as evidence for the 
reavLeyeorechesplot. 

See PIR¢: Ol=6 26 Orme che sanClentesources. 
Perhaps the close ties between Lepidus 
and the imperial household were also the 
PesUlCeOte Wins lappeSsee rob. Vs. balsdon, 
the  EmperorsGalus, .Oxtord | (1934) = 43, and 
CAH X, Tab lLemieamci al SOuZ.eocewant:, 
Sejanus, Gactulicus eanducencca ,SAJP 74 
(CURSE FRAG tala” CE 

Wales Te) So PMI ees shblehe, oe ERE ek ier 
where Drusilla is described as the heir 
to empire--a possibility accepted as such 
by Th. Mommsen, R&misches Staatsrecht?, 
iveWatsh PA, UuSeiavcuwen” Utshetg/ usps: Ge Rep si an eel is) 

but largely ignored by many later scholars. 


GE. bal Sdon, wcalusiavo) Meise, op. cit. 
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(ANC Vem emis) LO em Lo 

See PIR?: S300 Tage newyears an whach 
Gaetulicus entered upon his command is 
HoOcmen OW sa ACCOLOInd acon) 1 Om > ome 21am or 
Gaetulicus was legate of Upper Germany 
LOGercciEyCaro ye lencerotein): Reet ss 

SD eSELOCTAsD ao wWhiet enGroag., PIR’, loc. 
Cie ec lO0ceSe ns Dees Unmas cOCcH RE oeagcy, 
Tre politicalwattacnmentsr or IAs Aclius 
Sevanus = Lnioecnace | > #0964 )i= T0225 ait as 
probable that Dio reckoned inclusively 

so that the year in which tenure began 
Snows apsOn. count in them tocalvofeten 
years in which the post was held. 

For Apronius see PIR?: Oe. ae a Sano t 
known when Apronius relinquished command 
of Lower Germany. For Sabinus, who was 
Gaetulicus' partner in the consulate of 
ND 2 Or, See PIR*: 85. The only evidence 
for a familial relationship between 
Sabinus and Gaetulicus is the name of 


Sabinus' wife Cornelia. For Sabinus, 


see also below p. 93ff. 
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SUES, TERGRUEY Cie ie iB sien icky eral cle 
CRmeaeod0n Gallus: 0/2 21h. 1 Or 
suggestions, see G.B. Townend, Traces 
TORO GuGassius Of Cluvyius  AUfidius and 
Pliny, Hermes 89 (1961): 235; Bergener, 
OD meG Cam abOVe nN. 2 ea Ll tA Degrassi, 
I Fasti Consolari dell'Impero Romano, 
POnCmUL JO 2) earl eran Silke un, shel ig SL EKsNile 
DiLOm OC wel Owais oCem be LOW sp 9 3LL., 
seevabove n.. 8, and below p. .97£f. 

For the recruiting campaign which started 
DetoresG2alus@letesnome cee Suet 7 Gallus: 
aco Da tC. ert Coe ing, sR E12. 
17937 50S L551 shas shown that there 
are grounds for believing that 
detachments were drawn from Spain (IV 
Macedonica) and from Egypt (III Apesnatiea: 
Sib aDe1 Oba ana)pweDuLE See Lhaur "OD. (Clty. 
(ADO Ven heme ee Op nee co Ln aCdTeLOne tO 
these troops, there are strong arguments 
in favor of the establishment at about 
iio ewOn acre Leglons | Vaan. L1 
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VSS, = 707+ 0 .P. VD. Balsdon, Notes 
concerning the principate of Gaius, 

Rowe er 04 | ers —16 7 ovme ma cAnen:s 
788-789). Some scholars believe that 
these two legions were raised by Claudius: 
cf. A. Momigliano, Claudius, The Emperor 
and His Achievement“, Crhans.= Geers 
Hogaren, cambrrdage (962) =) 11s oni 37: 
R.W. Davies, The abortive invasion of 
BricaineoymcalisheiEStOrlast >= 19600" 

126. In the absence of any new epigraphic 
evidence, most recent scholars have 
accepted the earlier date for the estab- 
Iivshmentvoft! the two legions: cf. P. 
Bicknell, The emperor Gaius! military 

ACCI VIL Com ilmoe Ds 40) nistonia wise (1968) : 
4937" Nn. Loe G. Re Watson, | thet Roman 
Solder LOncOnen(. 969 )"r 2s. Others scholars 
appear to have reserved judgment: cf. 

H. Schénberger, The Roman frontier in 
Sermany. onpanchracologiacale survey, RS, 

59 (1969) and G. Webster, The Roman 


Imperial Army, London (1969), neither of 
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whom refer to the problem. For the 
WoOUrHeyenesth, see"also Dio 59s"21. 22 
andmebelowrp.s O7ELS 

Creesasidom, Gaius: "73% 

GEFeD1G 59.8212 iw who*asserts that 
German hostility was only a pretext for 
the expedition and that the real reason 
was Gaius' need for money. For the 
Standard view, see "balsdon)Gatus: /3; 
Bucknell op. CLL. “(above™m.s 11) "498, 
accepted "by many “scholars; cf. “D. 


Fishwick, The annexation of Mauretania, 


Husconlam eel On lee RAO Et aeealrT (OO. Cit. 


(above cE): 220% 

For the probability that Gaius journeyed 
direeculyastomMain zy, secempbalsdon, “Op. Cit. 
(above n. 11): 17, disputed by Faur, op. 
Gilet DOVER Anya sO Gry e438 whey erat 
is suggested, plausibly enough, that the 
point of rendezvous was not Mainz but 
YOM. selLcenciiication Of*cher point of 


rendezvous, however, neither encourages 


nor discourages belief in the authenticity 
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of the alleged plot. 

Broo ane 2oe7 yAccording to Suet. Gaius 
24. 3, there was a "causa Aemilii 
Lepidi." If Lepidus was executed in 
Germany or at Lyon, it is clear that 
such a trial did not take place at Rome, 
that it was held posthumously, or that 
Suetonius simply was in error. 

DtOBDo = 220 ¥oeee Ors thessugcestion—— 
without evidence--that Iulia Livilla 

was exiled in A.D. 38, see G. Ferrero, 
Les Femmes des Césars, Paris (1911): 

258 -MeeCecordingmeo Suct* gNcron6.ie3; 
Agrippina was exiled after the death 

of her husband Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus, 
which, if we accept R.M. Geer, Notes on 
the | canly ed tteworeNero, #TAPAS63¢ (1931 )i: 
59-61, took place in A.D. 40. Suetonius 
May betwronga(chegpalsdonguGaius 27/5 ,an- 
2); nevertheless, the humiliating journey 
must have taken some time to effect, with 
the result that Agrippina may not have 
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See also below p. 105f. 

DIOP Ieee cwe sd) Suet. Gaius) 2423. 

See also below n. 67. 

SuGe. scalus 29s lee Crimepalsdon, Gaius: 
ASE. eS. 

For example, the quotations from letters 
of Augustus, Suet. Gaius 8. 3; Claud. 4 
perhaps collated while Suetonius was still 
employed in an official capacity at Rome 
(CoA Mace meEcoaigcur SuGtOne  baris 
[1900]: 204-210; G.B. Townend, Suetonius 
and hiswintluence, in “Latin Biography, 
ed tele Am DOLeysGOondone) U9 67))< 987 fey) 

For the possibility that evidence for the 
iaivesmom Tiberaus, Gaius, and Claudius 

was acquired shortly before Suetonius 

was dismissed from his appointment 

"ab epistulis" see G.B. Townend, The date 
of composition of Suetonius' Caesares, 
COMICS 5:9) seeaoo 7 Rove, Pactiuss Oxford 
(1958): 780, suggested that the biographies 


from Caesar to Nero were designed as an 
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entity and published as such. Townend 
(1967): 88, however, suggested that the 
work dedicated to the praetorian prefect 
Septicius Clarus (Johannes Lydus de Mag. 
Zeer rca A.D 122) comprised oniy the 
lives of Caesar and Augustus. The 
problem of, the relative, chronology of 
Suetonius "Vita Caesarum" is all but 
intractable wgucr also Hunaloli;mkuada 1: 
Gl2¢eM. Bassols de Climent, C. Suetonio 
Tranquilo. Vida de los doce Césares, 

Bar celonag (1964) exXxXx its hour tofethe 
most recent works on Suetonius have no 
discussion of the problem; W. Steidle, 
Sueton und die antike Biographie, 
2etematage!, eMunich (1963); G. D'Anna, 
Legideeslecterarie diasuetonio, Filongence 
(1967); B. Mouchova, Studie zu Kaiser- 
biographien Suetons, Acta Universitatis 
Carolinae Phil. et Hist., Monographia 22 
(1968); H. Gugel, Studien zur biographischen 
Technik Suetons, Wiener Studien, Beiheft 
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Corte, Suetonio eques Romanus, Milan 
(1958): 1l2ff. the work was published in 
Meome iar cre vy Nn eA. Dw 22) Cle Mace, OD. 
Clerpmlanove |: 204Tr.) 

SuetR Gatuso/- 1. 

SueteGaluse2 47 730 

E.M. Smallwood, Documents Illustrating 
the Reigns of Gaius, Claudius and Nero, 
Cambridge (1967): 14. See also below 

oy, ROE 


The word used here by Rutilius Namatianus 


which described Lepidus' ambitions 


("irrepere") can hardly be used as 


evidence for a conspiracy which based its 


success on a violent act; namely the 
murder of the emperor. 

Josephus Ant. eI 9. 20 and 49." Here 
Josephus is concerned primarily with 
the part played by L. Annius Vinicianus 
in the succesful plot against Gaius. 
Josephus states that Vinicianus joined 
inethateconmepinacy Cul, Of a desuresto 


avenge Lepidus and because friendship 
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with Lepidus had endangered his life. 
That Vinicianus was in peril was not, 
according to Josephus, the result of 
Conspitacobial activities imeA, D030. 
Rather it was the result of Gaius' 

Picci ond menulry am GCOntraubalLsaon,eGaLus: 
L025) 


For example, Pompeia, Caesar's wife; 


Julia, daughter of Augustus; and Messalina. 


Of COUuGrSe, 1c Would be wrong to deny that 
the charge of adultery was never “a 
valuable political weapon" (T.A. Dorey, 
Adultery and propaganda in the early 
Roman empire, Univ. Birmingham Hist. J 

8, 1 [1961]: 1). Nevertheless, we may 
assume that such a weapon could not 

have been used so effectively against 
Julia and Messalina, for example, had not 
the crime itself been considered a most 
grave offence. 

Mersey MOD mCi (aDOVEe uli, ool sae ltlo: 
Balsdon, Gaius: (48. See suet. Gals (25), 
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The emperor Gaius' abortive invasion 

CL TBettain, Histonmiall> {1970)s e872 
contra Huelsen, EES :@32¢7 and Cilav iL 
32347, who places the marriage with 
Milonia Caesonia after the events of 
OGEODerNAGD, GORE SomD Or ady loc a,ecte” A. 
Gauzettis.s Fromeluberius. tomthes Antonines:, 
London (1974): 99 where it is stated that 
the marriage took place at Lyon). The 
chronology is confused and has depended 
inepartywatuleast;. on aliiragment ofthe 
Acta Fratrum Arvalium which may refer 

to a sacrifice on behalf of Caesonia in 
Une A Opa(CiL, Eoc. cits, W. Henzen, 
Acta Fratrum Arvalium quae supersunt, 
Bermilinec(le 7 4eme > iSmadelwood, 2 op. ) cat. 
(abOVestaecopem@. 4c ens lit os floes bie 
in an attempt to explain Dio's evident 
confusion, argued that the fragment should 
LeLteCrevo, JUnemA, DROSS IR EMI CASepossible, 
however, to see that the marriage and 
subsequent birth of Drusilla took place 


before Gaius left Rome in September A.D. 
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S39, without 7 thats) having recourse 
COMPELS! argument’..@sbt is.tclear 
frOMmePerscustoat.2 6... 143-47 trhat'Caesonia 
remained in Rome during Gaius' Germanic 
campaign and that she already held a 
position of some authority in Gaius' 
house: "... missa est a Caesare laurus / 
insignem ob cladem Germanae pubis et 
abs /MaGuglius, Cxcutitunecanis: acwiam 
postibus arma, / iam chlamydas regum, iam 
lutea gausapa captis / essedaque ingentes 
locat Caesonia Rhenos." (For a brief 
chronology, see lalsorFishwick,, op.) cit® 
(aDO Vem netelLS a4 6 7:itie®) 


Henzen, AFA (1874): LXIX supplies, after 


Gaetulicus' name "[b(ovem) m(arem) immol- 
Avie Lome colvelus | eOtho. 8) Cai. a somilda:, 


CRA SUetOnIaI ae Tranguid lia VitaaDivis Claudii, 
Diss.~MGroningens (696) 22 34% 

Tac. Ann. G-es0R Seetalso- above n. 7. 
PIR*: 190f. 

PoUbowOpe Cliee wabovern. al)? 746.) It 


must be noted, however, that Faur, like 
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many other researchers, never questioned 
the reality of the alleged plot. His 
further identification of probable or 
possible conspirators (pp. 35-46) is a 
natural consequence of that belief and 
of his detailed research. Faur also 
notes (p. 14, 17) the remarkable 

Silence of the ancient sources concerning 
the "conspiracy" and wonders if there 
was a deliberate attempt on the part of 
ouL sources! touwitholdpyinftormation. 
Perhapsenow,. 1 fthe, pLlotawasenotireally 
authentic (see below, n. 37). For one 
of the possible "conspirators" see now 
Peet ushwilekwandes. Diwchaw, etCoOLemy OF 
Mauretania and the conspiracy of Gaetul- 
CUS mlocOrias Zour LOY 6)t: 7490-49 4F espec- 
alive 490 4-ewe mmactualecompad rca tyerlot 
Ptolemy] should be considered no more 
than an outside possibility." 

CLEe tba sdonk’ Galuscr os ink dsaseetialso 
bellows 25a) 7E:t 


See above, n. 14. 
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Se UOMoOe gS Garo aac st aim ADOVC mae Liss Loo. 
R. Nierhaus, Das swebische Grdberfeld von 
Diersheim, R&émisch-Germanische Forschungen 
Hime GO) ecm A et 23 fi 

See above, n. 20. 

The lack of any direct reference to 

a conspiracy of Lepidus and Gaetulicus 

in Suetonius' life of Gaius can hardly 

be explained by judicious reticence on 

the part of the sources used by the 
biographer in the composition of that life 
--a reticence which, it may be suggested, 
was no longer necessary for the sources 
employed in the composition of the life 

of Claudius. Such reticence would 

surely imply the fear of imperial disfavor 
stimulated by a surviving participant 

in the alleged conspiracy. After the 
deathvom Lultarlivella in A.De42;, only 
Agrippinasremained to fit the brill. 
Cegualina made meAghi Dpliashad een 


re-instated in the imperial household, 


she would have been in a position better than 
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most to suppress mention of the alleged 
conspiracy. Nevertheless, the very 
sources which, it may be said, glossed 
over the existence of the "conspiracy" 
OuteoOpercat,. perhaps, Of Agrippina, mist 
certainly have been those that vilified 
her because of her adulterous activities. 
A strange form of reticence. 

MevseymOum Cli ema boOyesn. i jr a9 ] 

Balsdon, Gaius: iv mCt am Bergencr mmOD ws CUL. 
(above n. 2): l19ff. where it is suggested 
that Sabinus' recall stimulated the 
BCOUSD I CACVMuE Cr mE aUL, BOD. aClt . (above 
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adultery, see also Faur, op. cit. (above 
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vetuit sollemnibus feriis celebrari." 

See P. Ceausescu, Caligula et le legs 
CPUC stemmeiustOnrial 22, 419s) 2y0f, 
where no mention is made of the alleged 
conspiracy. 

SUC GemeCl AUdse7. Ly eDELmuMe in DSO 
consulatu;, quod Neronis et Drusi fratrum 
Caesaris statuas segnius locandas ponend- 
asque curasset, paene honore summotus 

He Wir ichyeGatiguia, Kli0o "3" (1903): 
S067 Balsdon,) Gaius: 9/3. “Faulyeops Cite 
(Ab0Verne)) 27, 1.) 42) rightly sees 
nothing=surprisSing in the*presence of 
praetorian’ soldiers in the entourage. 

FOL TP acsclenusmeL SOUS ,3Secer SCO. ad wu. 
Ce stem rOr Claudius Euruscus , see Statius 
Stivac wo. to sCOtts | LOr Agi ppar ana Anta— 


Ochus, seeevilo 59a 24.01) (ch. M.P. 


Charlesworth, Five Men. Character Studies 


from the Roman Empire, Cambridge, Mass., 
Pic Ole eel) PeeACCOLdLNG atO 0160590821.) 2; 


many people accompanied Gaius to Germany. 
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Gaius probably did not return to Rome 
until May A.D. 40 at the earliest (see 
above n. 27). For the suggestion that 
Gaius had some thought for his comfort, 
Selma SOmD1On5 9s. 2] me 

See above n. 46.) According to Suetonius 
iV Jtmbass. Crisp.) this) question, concerning 
concerning Crispus' indulgence in incest 
with his sister was asked by Nero. 
ietevilcyslelehy, teleyA vouuer, (Gleyeng=) nabs BER ye ota, 
Chemsaur ;mOD Ee ClCH EM aDOven nm . lj: 30LES 
Sty eee Orecxanple pes ickne ll Op, vcite 
(abover Newel) nm 49.0.. 

Stel Dw RE wae 385 eovyme,. CAH X30 83. 

See above p. 88f. 

See above n. ll 
AiPiOudiymaAccOrdIngmloml1G),. Galas wreals 
reason was his insatiable need for money. 
See above p. 95. 

Ge 7 muOlecK amp Cre balsdon Gallus: G/OLL 3 
Bickned MW mOb mCi UE aAbDOVG un wall) ss 408th. 
See above n. 24. 
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women of the Caesars, Greece and Rome 

Ea IA —42-)8 660,762 esuggested etna 
adultery was the cause of Lepidus' 
renova lp DUuUESaLdenotwsuUppOone the @suggest— 
ion by an appeal to the sources. 

DOTeCY PROD eClie = (above nl726)i: 8: 

See *apovesn a 92 7% 

DLOMS 92 2k 9:, 

DIO sa 9 SEe2. BSt 

See above p. 84. 

Balsdony Galuste33yen ul. 

Gf, Lor example er. *Kuhner vand¥BeeGerth, 
Ausflhrliche Grammatik der Griechischa@m 
Speache eV ae? pe Hannover sand tLeipaig 

Cir Ora es ae Odes 

See" above nm. +64: 

Another possibility remains if we accept 
Henzen's reconstruction of the record 
OmeciesArvalm brethren stor 27 October A.D. 
39 (see above n. 28); namely that Gaetulicus 
was not associated by Gaius even in such 
an invented plot. Certainly, such a 


possibility would explain Gaetulicus' 
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absence from a conspiracy in Suetonius' 
life of Gaius. Moreover, the daggers 
Wiechemeccoraingeto Die 5958222 t7 > ewere 
sent from Germany and which, according to 
Suet. Gaius 24. 3, were "in necem [Gaius] 
Suam praeparatos" and used as evidence 

in the "causa Aemilii Lepidi," were 
associated in antiquity with Lepidus, 
Aorippina,;gand;lulia Livilla. (The 
daggers themselves have little value as 
evidence for the reality of the alleged 
conspiracy for they were never used for 
their avowed purpose. They must, however, 
stand as further evidence for the propag- 
andist nature of Gaius" report from 
Genital ypeeee tem cc Zor nie 0403) ewe re alt 
is emphasized that our knowledge of the 
plot stems ultimately from the emperor's 
report.) 

HOrethe spOSssipllicy that, Gaeculicus”’ 
incompetence played some part, at least, 
MieivosmeenOvalse Seen WilltlLELch, Opn. Clt. 
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zur Geschichte Caligulas, Diss. Jena 
19.0.8) ero es 

Seems boveun. sO/etor the possibility that 
Gaetulicus may not have been included in 
the "invented" plot. Lepidus was not 
the only man ever to suffer from an 
adulterous relationship with Agrippina, 
cf. the banishment of Tigellinus Sophonius . 
UDR Rey Meyers | aia ODS 

Cie mhocscernann, scornelaus, Tacitus, 
Annalen, Vol. 4, Buch. 14-16, Heidelberg 
PRO Ge) imo Ome Otten t em One aCe Ani Ala 
2, “... missgluckten angeblichen Versch- 
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GrutDe Aalders; Calrvoqulay zoon + van 
Germanicus, Aasen (1959): 26ff. 

Seueca Cen rar eeaAn seL4 mers UN.e) NecwLam 
procul erat tumulus in quo Caesari deo 
NOSERO IoLebatecouraranumesacrum, sees .ne 
Pippidi, Recherches sur le culte impériale, 
Paplom Lo 4s) Se (SR ieSUgGdeStSetlatathis 
passage of Seneca should refer to Augustus. 
F. Taeger, Charisma. Studien zur Geschichte 
des antiken Herrscherkultes, Band 2, 
Stucegqate (19 CO) m2 94 ee esuggestSweenat it 
refers to Gaius, "mit grausamer Ironie, als 
Creal oe oaveneunGastalterOCnmOnEnannee:, 
an dem dem=Karser=tadglich Oprer*dargebr- 
acht wurden." The same suggestion is 

made by K. Latte, Rdmische Religions- 
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Ironie von Caligula gesagt, und mit tumulus 


PSeecerakicheplatzegemeintawesClearly, 

if Taeger and Latte are correct, the 
temple associated with the cult of Gaius 
in A.D. 40 perhaps was never completed, 
and the "tumulus" in Seneca's account 

may be considered to refer to a temporary 
altar (cf. the temporary altar on the site 
of the future temple of Fortuna Muliebris 
on which see D. Fishwick, Templum Divo 

Gl andvem const LeuLUM Bebb annl aesetlI7 2]: 
177). On the temple associated with the 
cult.of sGalus) .see~be lowepp .613 4ato e143. 
Ghaaalso Are Li us @VictoOmebLb i edenCacse 

3. 10; Josephus BJ 2 184-203. Although 
it is not known when Philo composed his 
invectivesagainstpGalusi, 1ttets aselikely 
as not that it was written during the 
EOLOh eo teC laud US waciweA tare llotienn'S.J., 
Legatio ad Gaium, Les Oeuvres de Philon 


GtAlexandpnie xj Pariswe(l9724 20 by idosephus, 


236 


“ES 7.4, Sta” rae 
; | - | ' % 2 “ta Sy ee 


folaum +. tie? + (fash \prsiteonodeae 
| sexestic ick ahh aie if .a , BEE 2 (0a8L) 
eutumurt sin bro ,tppeee slugs: hi we boa win 
uluset? * .anbemen. statgiviola 298. ges 


oi3 .jnesiow. exe 6996! Sne sepesT 22 : 


i. 


subeo t¢ Jiu et, doiw bpteioo2ns s{qnas . = 
begasmeoe 26Ve0 anu agate ¢? ak ok) i, 
$nunoss 2 eosne? at *eofinm>” add Bon 
+ » ad tetas of Boxrehienod oa Yeo 
atin eid no evils veesoqeed) S¢7. 425) ssiis..., : 
2 tdel iy srt spF o> sIgnes salsei at 30 


Ww 


* .6 see doliday ac 


ce cd eg ings 4 , 5 Zeriet 
ote). 2 gbeaatise  mietotistenoD) olbuse on eae 


oie -Heiw Bedetooesa elquaes ot m> (FTL Js 


WEI of S£2 74 waled. eee. ,euiel silva : & 
ag. Gb tJ sadoLV ani Torus oats 23; > o66 Gee 
me nt : : oo 


taste ls LGR-30i 3 7 sunqseal 204 ot 

eis haaogmos aiida aatw nwond Jon .@f 25% 
uiesit as el gi ,suisa sanispa evidosval) ; 
aii prizib os3ticr 2ey 43 2603 200 eB 
tue) jantvelfed 4A] te Gavibesla 20/mpled g 
golina sb sezve89 Sanh oe pty be 
obiaiamnes ,29%. lads abuse +SiaE 


Lay) 


of course, composed his Antiquities 
during the reign of Domitian. 

The sources of Josephus remain a matter 
for conjecture. It is generally agreed, 
howeveryetiaty, elon Agel %gateleast, ane 

was much indebted to the consular histor- 
PoneClhuyiuUsmeusus ; werewelhe Mommseny 
€omnelsausatacitus und Cluvius Rufus, 
Gesammelte Schriften 7, Berlin (1909): 
224-252, A. Momigliano, Osservazioni 
Sullesfontiapermela storiasdt Galigola, 
Claudto, @NecGconer RAUE Sa(l932)): 8 305=3077, 
G.B. Townend, The sources of Greek in 
Suetonius, Hermes 88 (1960): 102, J.P.V. 
D. Balsdon, The Emperor Gaius (Caligula), 
Oxftorde (1934) ce 22 ore peDoube inethisemarter 
has been expressed, for example, by W. | 
Steidle, Sueton und die antike Biographie, 
Manrohs (9 62st pak wOyMeye laACliEas#® 
Oxtordn (1958S): e286 hey andaleHs Heldman, 
The sources of Josephus ‘Antiquities', 
Bookeborlavomuse?2 )), (1962))35 320-3333 
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major source--or hardly even a minor 


source--for Josephus" account.  Neverthe- 


less, both Philo and Josephus were prominent 


men in the Jewish milieu of the Roman 


world and, despite the several divergencies 


in their accounts, it is quite possible 
that Josephus had knowledge of Philo's 
Legatio ad Gaium. 

See, for example, below pp. 127ff£. 
Pivlomledq-=adesGalum srt. *On this point, 
see E.M. Smallwood, Philonis Alexandrini 
teqatiovad Gaium;, Leiden ~(1961):' D9SEL. 
GerGaqe «7 “Pas tloua les Cocarsn les trois 
CmOEVen tre umlosm “Mages a7) Collection 
d'Etudes Ancrennes, Paris ~(196¢8)'* 104. 
Gnmthisedirivcmlt question, see fbalsdon, 
OUMCL Ce (ADOVG miiees) cme? 2 Co eeM lL vary | 
Ie SCUAYVLODmCaSSTUSMDLO, —OxLOrd = C196 4))i: 
85ff., 105 (where it is suggested, contra 
Balsdon, that Dio may have had some 
knowledge of Suetonius' work). Perhaps, 
as Townend suggests (above n. 4, 115-117), 


both Suetonius and Dio made some use of 
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inirormatiLon supplied bye Ti. Claudius 
Balbillus, sometime Prefect of Egypt 

(ats OMNI tia rUetOp. © Cit, © ovine eA behough 
SUSEOnLUS ew accountrdifrlrers? from thateor 
Dio in several respects (see, for example, 
below ap. = lo4r£%) ,ttheretistatsutticient 
congruency between the two to support 

the belief that, at the very least, Dio 
and Suetonius made use of a common source. 
SENeecae HD ya or 20r eo LOWS IF eto i387 
Josephus AJ 18. 259: "viwv 6 TPOEOTHS 

TVs» LOUCdUUNY, THC ToecobetLac.” On the 
embassy, see Smallwood, op. cit. (above 

new O24 ee 

Sees smallwood;* op. = C1lt ..)(abovesn.iG6) : 

J foe Onmenes user on the! formulae™hpiphanes"™, 
see A.D. Nock, Notes on the ruler cult, 
SS ye Salt BeOS) x 8-4 1SiCin. WHS 

ASV I2S | yen. 1h Oe thoughnet 
should be recognized that there was 
Hhothingsextracrdinary 1ni-the proposed 
nomenclature for the temple ine nL 
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be emphasized that, inasmuch as the 
temple was not dedicated to Gaius, the 
name of the temple might merely have 

been an educated conjecture on the part 
Of Pha to faimselt. 

Cf., for example, the many examples cited 
byeWeInSCOCK a :OD.# C lut.. ,1) (ADOWe un). ol) es 
Beir GNEYeVetea pn Kejelat Yokbian® (Cclleienice) Maly Ay ror SLcie mee ao, 
and, especially, those in M.M Ward, The 
association of Augustus with Jupiter, 
eNom Gls emo n 224 ecpeci ally a2 lL) — 
220.) es 

In Josephus, AJ 18. 301, Gaius is said to 
have countermanded his order for the 
erection of the statue after Agrippa I's 
petsona lla Cerces ci Ong Li bJuaee 20.3, clas 
countermand is not mentioned. In Philo, 
Leg. ad Gaium 276-333, the temple was 
saved by a letter to Gaius from Agrippa, 
but Gaius later returned to his original plan 
(LEG seat ecalumess (fe Adso sethe Chronol— 
GcyeGia thenagcalr 15 nou consustent. On 


the whole problem, see Smallwood, op. cit. 
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Hake 


(abovernw. 6)::) 31-36, 256-313. “On! the 
chronology of Gaius' attack on the temple 
at Jerusalem, see, especially, E.M. 
Smallwood, The chronology of Gaius' 
attempt to desecrate the temple, Latomus 
Gero ie asm =e 

SUgt ROO tUSe22 2 tee eOlVinaMmeex co 
maiestatem asserere sibi coepit; datoque 
negotio, ut Simulacra numinum religione 
et arte praeclara, inter quae Olympii 
Iovis, apportarentur e Graecia, quibus 
Capite dempto suum imponeret, partem 
Palatiuiue.s.. On the use of the statue 
SECROCLOW FN Dem epee cee Ores De lS Oy ill Gun. 
On the antedating of Gaius' divine 


aspirations, see Smallwood, op. cit. 


(abovern moje Lol fs 20/7. slo 1s) nOoLewortny 


that in Josephus' account there is no 
suggestion that Gaius' desire to bring 
the statue to Rome stemmed from a sense 
Of identification with Tuppiter. 
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As Smallwood suggests, op. cit. (above 

n. 6): 292, Philo had first-hand knowledge 
of the affair and may have even aided 
Agrippa I draft the letter to Gaius which 

he alleges saved the temple. Also, Josephus 
was close to that king's son, Agrippa II, 
and thus may be presumed to have had a 
reinabdlemsourcer op information at hand-— 
however he may have used that source; cf. 

Pe lomarn,* Ope Citas «(above n. ‘di)'es38 327 


Weinstock) Opn CLt. wavovern. IT): 287ff. 


On Caesar, see also L.R. Taylor, The Divinity 


Of ‘the Roman) Emperor, “Philological 
Monographs of the American Philological 
ASSOclaverone = Middvetown (1931) = 68EE..- 

P. Lambrechts, César dans 1'historiographie 
contenporainer AC? 3a) 54) LS Of nse 
Pacgem, OD we Cll es(aADOVC lhe 2)" 6O9ff.; and 
Stevdlereopsecliiweabovern. 4) e9'62 F- 

See above n. 17. Weinstock, however, does 
find many parallels between Caesar's 
actions and those of Gaius. He appears 


to assume that Gaius in reality became a 
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COdmIneht Sali fetime land tise this 
assumption that is used to support his 

own contention. It is possible, however, 
to view both Caesar's and Gaius' actions, 
perhaps maspan attempt to bring vabout a 
monarchy. For parallels between Caesar 
andpcalic seSscee Weinstock) alls 24 wee o 7, 
Desh Viel, Oelets sae 

The word "aécrgds" may mean "kinsman" or 
POCO GDC mS OLIC Tat ewould sina cate 
Gaius' feeling of equality. 

pay Isiah Wiss: Geeitiete: OG uO Sy TO PAaVvUHXOoV 
Cue ootemuee micfeesencca de Ira 120. 
OPeOe eM tl aa Lome made Galilee: 
Oe he UNO VT) OTe OU Ve TO,. " 

Small wOOd wm OD sacl Cem ADO VGMli cs On) ss OL Or. 
DIiegoche rmecOgnominagwere. VOlus, ss Castrorum 
Filius es eentdmepateheexerCLUulm.. 

R. Fre-Stolba, Inoffizielle Kaisertitul- 
Bheubeteseh wii) ha, ibe veh Mek Vakstebalgikiguel=peie: ney (eka aye 

Mi? Ga UL9 62) 28. 

For the use of this formula in reference to 


Augustus, see CIL XII 1845, and for 


ove 


in esis: 
a 


TILvCimiUlcra Cc luas 35 1/  Neithersreading 

Poe eCULCM@(EYe[otOLbay ODaeClidy 620 an. o0)). 
According to Frei-Stolba, our first sure 
evidence for its use is in an inscription 
dat eomelomLoeMarchn Al) mo U7 Ciigx 7/652. 
HOUBLESmUSCeDYyelrajan, Iinwanvalimentary 
PnseeipEvon see Clin ki ell 47> and for 
Hadrian ee LOreexample je Cligs fl e>386.and 

(a eROMCH eS cuts) mC le? 0] ee Oma G1 Anis 
undoubted identification with Zeus in the 
Greek east, see the epigraphic evidence 
Supp liledminmlacger, Op. ,cli. (above nan.) 2): 
S/O, oC emaLSCOmErCT—CtOlba, OD. GLt. = (above 
eee ise O a oe ee NeCLGumMay Desa islLight 
aclLack OneHadrlanmandahis religious DvoOlicy 
ie SeDaASSAgCMOlmeolUCTONPUS, 515) thes lie 
of Gaius was composed after Suetonius' 
dismissal--but this is only conjecture. 
BORsOuUNnereImsStances perhaps ,..O1r OD ligue 
references to Hadrian, see G. Townend, 
TheudacewOlecOmpDOSi1t1On OL GuetTOn us 
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ehranologyeOn Suetonius! sworks, «1 addition 
POmENemLC LerCnCeCSmi ne CNapter: Sen. 20, 

see G.W. Bowersock, Suetonius and Trajan, 
Hommages a Mance teRenard,. Collection 
Latomus, 1, Brussels (1969): 119-125, where 
it is stated that Suetonius "composed the 
lives of the Caesars from Galba to Domitian 
before those of the Julio-Claudians and 
Ineenesretqn Oreivajan... This suggestion 
was refuted by K.R. Bradley, The composition 
of Suetonius! Caesares again, Journal of 
id OsbiroOpeanmotudtess taiel9 73 )i 9257-263. 
Clie ie U/eiasmbeen datedatentatively “to 
Aw eee UOee US ee Chemise kOr. tne sfonmula 
"optimus maximusgque princeps" would have 
been well known to Suetonius. 

It is noteworthy that the name asec’ 
did not become part of an imperial 

formula until the accession of Claudius. 
Thus, whereas the designation "optimus 
maximusque princeps" was clearly rooted 


in imperial formula, the name allegedly 
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assumed by Gaius had no basis in imperial 
nomenclature and can only indicate Gaius' 
Ei Vealuyawecoechnesgod,, luppiter O-2M.. On 
the name and title "Caesar" see L. 
Lesuisse, Le titre de Caesar et son 
evolution au cours de l'histoire de 
Pemp ir e pec es Jee Loo LE) 27 12.87). 

H.G. Niemeyer, Studien zur statuarischen 
Darstellung der r&émischen Kaiser, 
Monumenta Artis Romanae, 7, Berlin 

(LO Oo mao Op aCr eh Ucren qiOD.k Glee. (above 
9 ARP eee, 

On the informality of this address, see 

a SOBs Leon, Op emilee a DOV <an) jeans 
OnmchesaronyetiatemayeleCe MplicitU,asee, 
FOLeexanp le, Tile, .bi. 2, OO aor. 

Gadus ea CCcOLrcdandscOyD1000 0 8455-6, 

does not appear to have suffered 
"damnatio memoriae after his death. 


His acts, however, were rescinded and 


his images pulled down at night. We should 


not, therefore, expect to find any 


documents in which he named himself 
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Pupp Ler.) | OD Claudius. treatment Of 

Nis eepiew,;— see also suet. Claud. Ll. 

Be 

Se mod om@s eC Gm ame RODeLU ene Llentca 
IPN LI4D 8 200-238" in EM. Smallwood, 
Documents Illustrating the Principates 
of Gaius, Claudius and Nero, Cambridge 
GO Ge lem O Gali Ous 2 7. 

H@@Waa ord chy «Caligula, RO mel 05,)es 
SAO eatY aes 

Compare the account of this dream of 
Gaius with that of his namesake Caesar 
ie oUSt melee Gls) 3. 

Niemeyer, Obs CLE. (abOVe: 1 20 )re LUG. 
Niemeyer demonstrates convincingly that 
the representation of the emperor in the 
GUISe Of fuppiter as to berconsidered as 
Pebur OlbecicmeuUnOLtiG1lal. courteproepaganda 
BLOMeeiew tame: OL Augustus, 59ff.7,. especi— 
ahve OU mrGL a WaALCU OD satClt ss (aDOVedl) « 
D220 fee Tiere cLs the. DOSS3 Duslsscyy, 
therefore, that the statue of Zeus 


Olympios and the statue (?) of Gaius 
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standing between the Dioscuri (it is 
mentioned in the same sentence as the 
former statue) have been misrepresented 
by our ancient sources in much the same 
way that the dinner party in which 
Augustus appeared "pro Apolline ornatus" 
(Suet. Aug. 70) was misrepresented by 
pro-Antonian propaganda (cf. Niemeyer, 


Op. wGli yy aod), en. 452 fand ithe gauchorituies 


cited there). If this is the case, we may 


see that an "Angleichung an Iuppiter" 
was the norm for an emperor in the first 
GentunyeaktenmaGhnist and, “therefore; it 
is even more unlikely that such an 
identification would have been the basis 
for a charge of impiety or blasphemy 
against Gaius. 

Gr mnOLaceg Cann 3h os aeuhiem, Cacilo 
tonanteny ane" 

For a brief chronology, see D. Fishwick, 
The annexation of Mauretania, Historia 
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Cheba soon, ODMRCitte sia Dovemn m4) 3696, 
and, Notes concerning the principate of 
GainereuRS 245 (1984) :92d64s SuetieGaius 
49. 2: “atque omisso vel dilato triumpho 
Ovans urbem natali suo ingressus est." 

I am not concerned here with the alleged 
impersonations of deities by Gaius nor 
with the "proskynesis" introduced by 
D.eVitedibins onthis recall from.Syria 
which was obviously informal (Suet. Vit. 
2 LOND Iie.) ew olnerdatesror 
Vitellius'* return to Rome’ is uncertain; 
see, for a review of the modern authorit- 
ies, A. Garzetti, From Tiberius to the 
Antonines. A History of the Roman 

EMpi les) Ay Dea lOoe eC raAnS. ade Oster, 
Londonms (97/4): S5826f. 

Suetem Claud 0, 2eeepostremo) sestertium 
octogies pro introitu novi sacerdotii 
coactus impendere, ad eas rei familiaris 
angustias decidit, ut cum obligatam 
aerario fidem liberare non posset, in 


vacuum lege praediatoria venalis 
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pependerit sub edicto praefectorum." 

(On which see H. Smilda, C. Suetonii 

iva noua vee Visca sDuivag |C Laird Iie als si 
Groningen a (US%6)iiescri According’ to 

Drop Siac ptheticostyor Joiming sthe 
priesthood was ten million sesterces. 

Form thiemowaidgem(dldgiesmeally exist 2?) 
see. Balisdom, ops citwm (above n. 94): 174; 
Speer latner and TT. Ashby, A Topograph= 
ical Dictionary of Ancient Rome, London 
ODO 27a tod 

Mrmce |zZer, eRe 10: 410; Will chy mODemec. tu. 
(aboveunems jr 445 TE. eGargetti yeop. .Clt. 
(abovemrems>) Mel0O0eRBalisdon;eop.sucit. 
(abovemnem4 )i.@LO2 ft eee Nock weAlel0e(1934): 
496£. also believed in the existence of 
two temples. 

Gace iy,@ODs cul mn aboreanremarly)): (34577 
Gage MOD. Cle ea (aboOVein .Siynmie Fyn -eel 105 
Babedonemoo .waciute Mabovern. i 4:8 162, 166. 
G. Wissowa, Religion und Kultus der 
Rémer *, Munich (1912); Latte, op. cit. 
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See) aDOVGany aos erownend, §Op. scut. 
(above n. 4), and, Traces in Dio Cassius 
of Cluvius, Aufidius, and Pliny, Hermes 
SIM L9G) saei2 7 = 2 48). 

For example, the challenge issued to 
EMppBeeaaand hie! reconstruction CE 

the Didymeion at Miletus. 

For example, see above n. 43. 

Abovemp- 0132. 

Ceagonal bwood -LOpearcitees(abovesn 229) : 
50 (ILS 50D )) = De Vow eno fie acd tirs 
Anniecld gi, 47. 

Seep omiald aye OO aC 6 waa Dove; ear oy: -36F. 
Th. Mommsen, R&bmisches Staatsrecht 2 
ieee zuce: CSc) Isa eyisuggested that 
the priesthood was modelled after the 
"Augustales" and that the priests of 
Gaius' cult had the same name. Smilda, 
loc. cit., rejected the. suggestion on the 
ground that Gaius was worshipped as 
Iuppiter. Mommsen's suggestion is 
credible. The fact that the candidates 


for the "novum sacerdotium" had to pay 
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fOr, tie privilege and-that Claudius” had 
to borrow money from the Aerarium is, in 
MyYMODLI On ae LUrtner. indicat onetnar 

the cult was formally established. 
PEErengmOpe Cll. (abvQver nl): 547. 

Cle lav eZ ia; eOUStTC AUG. 270i. 26). 
See above nn. 38, 39, 40. 

Cf. R. Ktthner and B. Gerth, Ausftthrliche 
Grammatik der Griechischen Sprache, 
Tevie2 Band) I iHannover and Leipzig 
(1898): 287; E. Schwyzer and A. Debrunner, 
Griechische Grammatik, Band 2, Syntax 

Undes VivacCciscnemoryl VStl ky aMuni ciie(1950)7: 
Oho COORG MemeniICy Ol dese 6 .ml 00 sae 

Plato Laws 938a, Phaedrus, 255c. 

One thematercismmeuveuy wsee Weeschmid, 

Der Atticismus in seinen Hauptvertretern 
von Dionysius von Halikarnass bis auf den 
ZWELtenePouvostratvus, stuttgart, (13eg7), 
epi beevdes hen MegGl. 64), eles 2261,0el ales 2 5), 
LVsee207e Doce On thes Use Obs cthie word 
"ZxaTAOAUVGOLS," See LSIM” (1940): 899 and 
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Historiarum Romanorum Quae Supersunt, 
Volume 5, Index Graecitatis, reprint 
Zucichee GL 969s sad LOC. 

This, perhaps, may be taken to be 

apelin atCaAt On wOLe Centr t i. cat lonmwien 
Iuppiter. However, it is clear from 
Suetonius' account that the biographer 
considered Gaius' acquiescence to be 
sehuictant mle SenOtableralsor that 

DIO (> Jwee Ceo er nVertsetieurelative 
ChOrGnologveOrm cuclConiIus" Faccountaand 
suggests that Gaius first installed 
himself on the Capitol and then "drnaEudoas 
SEP OU MIO ROcUTeD =U ane) Tn oUvOUNtoeL 

avtod QepecsvaL, “OL MPoGEyuaAeoas ot 

6tL TO KanutwALov mopoxaté¢aAaBev, ovttw 

6n étepdv te vewv év TH Tadrkattw onovdF 

Mn OCo nO COLO usmaccOUn tu, «here robe, 
demonstrates once again Gaius' reluctance 
to We considerecdsinteriton to luppiter—— 
according to, GUL ancient Sources-—and his 
desire to compete with the god. 
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Gaius;41.°2, Nevowsoiewi-w) SUcTOMius 
also uses the word "domus" to mean 

a person's "res familiaris" or members 
Ormanee ida vy Oval om rane tye C tom ANG 7.0 5). 
eco. Usm 6 a= FOCMEULtCiCrecxKanprcs, 
Consultees, AveHoWwardeand=C.Newvackson, 
Index Verborum C. Suetoni Tranquilli 
Stilique eius Proprietatum nonnullarum, 
Cambridge; =Mass. t\(1922) , "reprint 
Hildesheim (1963): 75f. 

See above n. 52; TLESLV% Teer. 

At least, that is the inference to be 
drawn from the ancient sources. See, 
HOWeVEr,>on. 32% 

Batsdon y;eop. Cll. = (abovern.@4) : S167; 
ecfesabovern.) 23% 

JOSephus AUSTIN, s/MeaWiseus! Chatart was 
an Asprenas and not Gaius who was splashed 
with the blood of the sacrificial victim 
and that the sacrifice was to "Augustus 
Caesar." 

Gare Neroes67 Aug. VOL 


See above n. 49. 
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SCR ee ODL Lua cate sen) Ara 
Numinis Augusti de Rome, REG 1 (1973-31) fe 
Ae Orme liok se lay Lom, beLriusls OVaALLO 
and the Ara Numinis Augusti, AJP 58 

(LOS /je-ele ol 93. sOnethes question raised 
by, amongeothers, Taylors (139ff.) about 
the relationship between "numen Augusti" 
and "numen Augustum" see, especially, 

D. Fishwick, GENIUS and NUMEN, HThR 

62 (1969): 366f. where it is suggested 
Didi lcm Oo Leia ll oBeOubake lumen 
Augustum simply as a variant on numen 
Augusti, with which it is therefore 
theologically identical." 

See wa bovesnre Ol mer isnwick. sO. CLI, 

36 te andere eaucChoritaesmGiltedstnere. 
Fishwick sees a theological distinction 
between thes numen ol thes emperor, and 
the emperor's "genius," and in doing so 
Opposes, D.M. Pippidi, be “Numen August: ;." 
BEDRoe oot eos eel tiiioah iL shwick 
must be correct. However, as he observes 
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contra D. Hennig, L. Aelius Seianus, 
Untersuchungen zur Regierung des 
Tiberius, Vestigia, Beitrdge zur 

Aten tGeschachte 2] feMun ches[)9 75) 25£., 
ee 20!) ;pae-O USE numen; jot Echeggenius 
Augusti is both normal and acceptable." 
On the relevance of this to Gaius, 

see below n. 69. On the distinction 
between possessing "numen" and being 

a "numen" which may have been hard to 
grasp for normal people, see also 
Bushwick 7moOpmEeCut cy) S65). 

For Augustus, see above n. 12 and the 
authorztreshoitedmthere. Sibon Tiberius, 
See eCiipiie49a(busitania) and for his 
connection with the Dioscuri at Tusculum, 
GwaMcCrackensltberiussandsthescuitjof the 
Dioscuri. aceltusculum, Cdg2591(1940)24486- 
488. For the younger Drusus and Germanicus, 
see V. Ehrenberg and A.H.M. Jones, 
Documents Illustrating the Reigns of 
Augustus and Tiberius.*, Oxford (1955): 
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CoO foe ast l oer 42 ee Gee, eopecially, 
Ward prot mM Cle. "(abDOVemT sel 2)esmer 3-212. 
Scribonius LargusPraef., 60 (cf. 

M.P. Charlesworth, Deus Noster Caesar, 
ho ee ee rie el es el eee ene ca console 

AC BL OUD a) ce, eS, Be 2a (eat Vy ina manus 2)" 
CIL IV 3882, 3884 (Pompeii), also, from 
NSRONom re Civ mC De hye Gohmmoce shat tG, 
OO Chee a DOVe ive?) e650. wen). 

DAC CUS @ ANNA 8D.) ue laACtLUSsstares 

that he discovered this proposal of 

C. Anicius Cerealis "in commentariis 
senatus." See D. Fishwick, Tacitean 
usage and the temple of Divus Claudius, 
Britanaecaee( Loess 2o4is 

E. Koberlein, Caligula und die Agyptischen 
KuUlte; nie psentanm ameGlan (196 2)" 47f2. 
Firstly, there is the possibility that 
the cult was dedicated (or constituted) 
NOC ecCOsGatusS we nunene but tO sthe Migenius » 
of the emperor. As Fishwick has observed, 
doc. =cit. Yabove nn. 61,° 62), ever since 


the time of Augustus writers used "numen" 
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—e nwe ~ 
qua” .Basy BrOoFL zu 
Po. : 


| avdsen A 2 
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in a developed sense for "divinity." 
OVIcmEehorSetoO tne numinastrina., 
(comprising the Lares and Augustus! 
"genius") in Pasvigo.e 4 ore HOrace, 

Dag eo ol SOM ere roe rO rem uMemE 
of Augustus when the reference should be 
to his "genius." This latter reference 

is particularly interesting because the 
same apparentsmistake is made in Ep. 2. 17 
US pea Ue NOU hmwOnst iis mSCemhenid¢ ja OD. eClin 
LabOvesnweeoctia 241. )5 probably written 
Dele Gea peat nes cineeOr eC hewinstlcuLLon 


of the cult of the emperor's "genius" 


(SGeplLattce,  OpsecCltw tabove Nn. 2): us06LE..)’. 


On the use of "numen" for "genius" see 
PUD, a ODE Ca te n(GbOVe a.m Ol) and 
F. Bbmer, Der Eid beim Genius des Kaisers, 


Athenaeum 44 (1966): 111, n. 81 and the 


authorities cited there. If Suetonius, then, 


has here confused "genius" and "numen", 
it may be that the "simulacrum ... aureum 
' 


iconicum".was really the 


(cr. Suet. Vit. 22 5 where Narcissus and 
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Pallas are placed among the Lares. They 
were not deified. On the question of 
Statuary associated with the "genius" 

of the emperor see Niemeyer, op. cit. 
(above n. 26): 44ff. There is no real 
reason to suppose that because a statue 
was of precious metal, silver or gold, 
it therefore signified deification 
(Contramn DCOCe wT Ine- s1gnrcitcance Of 
statues in precious metals in emperor 
worship, AEN ek ARS os la) 101-123), even 
though frowned upon by Augustus and Tib- 
erius (see above n. 49). 

Secondly, 2t. must: not be" forgotten una 
Nero, who later rejected divine honours 
(see above n. 67), was decreed a life- 
Sized statue by the Senate at the time 
of his accession which was placed in 
thestemple of Mars oUltor. (See "A.D. Nock, 
Zuvvaos Bedc, HThHR 41 eS eg NS a el ace Sa A 
Tiirvdly, suctontus  Gescription, simula 
Clue aU Lelie COMLCUN ,an els eit LesSet t 
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the word "“simulacrum" to indicate a 

cult statue (cf. Gaius 22. 2, Aug. 57. l, 
iD wccre Enenghtsees Aug. 6G). 02) 2 -ethe 
adjective "iconicum", however, is derived 
from the Greek "€v.xwv" which was used 

to refer to the emperor's "imago" as 
opposed to an “"dyoadua" or "Simulacrum" 

(cf. M.P. Charlesworth, Some observations 
Ongrulerscculteespecially jinegkomes ehThr 

Zag 3) se 2 Benne, ) KPatherwordsleconicus"™ 
isgalsogquitesraregand;s) accordinggto TLL 
Vibe lee G2, only used sonstwonothess 
Occastonsmboy Pifinyathe Blder.eit wis ypossible, 
therefore, that Suetonius employed a Greek 
source for this anecdote and that the 
source (Balbillus [?], see above n. 8) 
referred  notytonamisimulacrum® but tan 
“evcnuve wore timago'—-=that is, theremperor's 
image which was sometimes placed beside 
CieMCiLG EStacucSmOoLeqodsteii Itenplesmi(CcE. 
in addition to the case of Nero cited 


above pecuciew Crh. e2oeibeliow | jowel48 ji and, 
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It is noteworthy that Dio does not 


place the "€uxwv" in a temple associated 


Wathechesciib of Gaius, buted neascdimrerent 


COnCCMEMCD LOMO Le LOpme Ora Come LiStOck. 
OD Go LtamelOvesnu.gs > 241eewherer it as 


suggested that the golden image was 


associated with»honor.of Gaius' Clementia). 


It is also noteworthy that the golden 
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Gaius by the Senate. (For an alternative 


proposal concerning the statue, see 


Koéberleiny ops Cibielabover rn. <68ili:n44fFf. ) 


(Onsthes cult OteGalus, #genlus™ aS#an 


imitation of Caesar, see Weinstock, op. 
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DiOe50\ 2928. On ches possiba Lityethat 
the temple associated with the cult was 
not completed, see above n. 2. In this 
chapter I have attempted to confine my 
Lacie bye COs CWOMGUaitbes Speci ficuissues; 
namely the identification of Gaius with 
TuppLererands thelculte estab sheds n 
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aberrations is viewed en masse, however, 
there can be little doubt but. that the 
emperor aimed at a rule more absolute 
than those of his predecessors. It is, 

as Weinstock suggests, quite likely 

that Gaius consciously imitated the 
aACGEIONS OfLeche dictator Cacca me aoOsmy 
mind, however, the question regarding 
Caesar's divine aspirations is still 

open and should not be solved by an 
appealtto tihe actions of (Gaius. SAlso, 

it was not the purpose of this chapter 

to review the evidence for Gaius' attempts 
at monarchy, perhaps "oriental" in nature. 
On this, consult Koberlein, op. cit. 
(above n. 68), but, for a less extreme 
and much more convincing viewpoint, see 

P, Ceausescu, Caligula et le legs cy 
AUGUSLe ~siUsvuorL lope melo yee 09-2637 
where it is suggested that Gaius rejected 


the "politique réligieuse" of Augustus 


not to dishonor Augustus but to rehabilitate 


the memory of his grandfather M. Antonius, 


262 


-tevewor sean is Bevedy 
- ery sada dod sdo0by: +H $ 
sstioeda enor sin ae Bali sbiegmb 7 
gat 3t {sroRaegsberg abit te seany nade 
yvievit egivyp ,2seopalire yoorenk a i 
ei? SeyAtine yfevodoanes spisd) 3542 co 


ue 


yn of .Tasssd sotsesoih' #67 Fc adolsos 
sal bapgss noeiszavp sid -, sevewmi xbale 
bitte at anéteeséqes anivib-streeekD 7 

ae yd bevice a _ tivote Sas nego : 7 

ets ,aobed 26 anoksae std 03) Tnotue : 
yadqeds sids to) eseq ws als 2on ¢eW ak | 7 
asqnesie ‘aviaQ <ol sonebive edit waives od - (Sea 
-S1gBA #% “inane: 1o" ae@sifzeq ,vdorpner 46 wh 


sit «40 i aiebaeuan sivesos, pebts oO oe a 


ansisxe eesl s 29 dod |, (83 2 aevdap s ee > 
1 ns ic 7 a 7 

$28 Shiagwely gnionivnoy Sion Hoom Dna, 

"h epab si ” &isrpiia> on 


_ Bedosten ae tore davenggue ee sha 


eutarpueé 5 " eaueio’: 2 os _ SUP o> 
esasi sedation ot aud 4 


263 


thereby reconciling and representing 
"toutes les tendances politiques de 
MUenperewm(27 9). —stowever-an lasreactton 
idéologique de la fraction intéressée 

au maintien de la formule augustéenne 
stest manifestée dans l'oeuvre de 
Suetone, a été embrassée par Dion Cassius 
etsenfinmanete reprise, pour d'autres 
raisons, par Philon d'Alexandrie et 


PlaviusevOsepnere 4200). 


*An earlier, and much shorter version 

of the ideas presented here was delivered 
inebebruary 1978 at the annual meeting 

of the= Classical ASSociation Of the 
Canadian West in Calgary. An amended 
version was delivered also at the annual 
meeting of the Classical Association of 


Canada in June’ 1978 at London, Ontario. 
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APPENDIX 


The Early Name of Germanicus 


There is extant today no ancient evidence for 
the name borne by Germanicus before his entry 
into the Julian household in A.D. 4 as the 
adoptive son of the future emperor Tiberius. 
This problem has been exacerbated because today 
two quite different names have been attributed 
to Germanicus during this period from his birth 
Uns oes . 4 Nero Claudius Drusus is conjectured 
because Germanicus was the elder son of that 
DEUStIS#wnoedred 2ne oy Sb yer: as the eldér son, 
it is suggested, he naturally received his father's 
name. “ The other, Tiberius Claudius Nero, has 
been given to Germanicus without any scholarly 
argument to support it. : Most scholars, however, 
appear to have avoided the problem and, throughout 
their,work, have used only Germanicus' popular 
name. 

The first name, then, Nero Claudius Drusus, 


is based on the assumption that the eldest son in 
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a Roman family of this period would naturally 
assume his father's name. Such an assumption, 
however, cannot be taken for granted; for the 
son born to Germanicus' uncle Tiberius in 14 
B.C. was named not Tiberius Claudius Nero, which 
was his father's name, but Nero Claudius Drusus. 


Of counse, there isthe, possibility. that this 


man was not the eldest son born to Tiberius, since 


Tiberius may have been married to Vipsania for 


at least five years. Such a possibility, however, 


is remote and contradicts the evidence of Suetonius 


(YDS Te Me2ele. ° Moreover, the name Nero Claudius 


Drusus, was) Still.at this time an unusual name. 


Unusual, that is, because the only person to bear 


this name (apart from Germanicus ?) before 


14 B.C. was the elder Drusus and, more significantly, 


because it involved a peculiar inversion to 
praenomen of the time honored cognomen Nero. 

If indeed Nero Claudius Drusus was the name 
Caen ee On ld Denis scl mt Wel AseD ww eeC ere ucan 
be no doubt that (a) Tiberius either was unaware 
of, or ignored, the hereditary rule mentioned 


above (p. 43) and (b) that he named his son in 
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honer Of ;eandeoutsor affection. tor, ise brotner. 
Given, therefore, the very strong possibility 
that Tiberius named his son after his brother and 
given the fact that Tiberius and the elder Drusus 
were closely assoclated;= not only on the field of 
battle--the Alpine campaigns--but also in their 
affection for one another, we are surely compelled 
EO, aACCeDEer ehewprokabimeyetiiarteiin 15. 8. .C..sehne 
elder Drusus named his son after his brother, 
Tiberius Claudius Nero. In any case, at this 
time before the tortuous expansion of the Augustan 
family, there is no evidence to suggest that a 
Situation would have been tolerated in which two 
children born no more than about seventeen months 
apart to such closely affiliated brothers would 
have been given identical names. If we accept, 
therefore, the current belief that Tiberius' son 
was named Nero Claudius Drusus, I believe we must 
also accept that, before his entry into the Julian 
house in A.D. 4, Germanicus was named Tiberius 


Claudius Nero. 
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Agrippa genitam, neptem Caecili Attici 
equitis R., ad quem sunt Ciceronis 
epistulae, duxit uxorem; sublato ex ea 
filio Druso, quanquam bene convenientem 
rursusque gravidam dimittere ac Iuliam. 
Augusti filiam confestim coactus est ducere 
non sine magno angore animi, cum et 
Agrippinae consuetudine teneretur et 
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